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To the Reader. + 


Chriſtian Reader, 


| I Aving met with [ome ref Hon 
* | to the Doftrine of the Holy 


Trinunity, it occaſioned 


| wy 
more than p meny pee) ions 011 this 


S abj rect, rein 1 —_— reat '( fa- 


| rufattion of. Mind. Abit otwit' - 


ſtanding i the Sociniaris have taken great 
pains to find out Arguments to ſupport 
their Error, yet | ſound they had n0 
Foundation in the Holy Scriptures : 

And nothing is more the Duty of every 
Chriſtian than ro inform himſelf of 


the Truth as it is in Feſws, both in the 


 Dofdrinal and Praftical Parts of the 


Chriſtian Faith * And tho the Know- 


' ledg of every ſacred Truth is worth the : 
' treaſuring up in our Hearts, yet there 


are ſome mpre than others conducing tot 


, _— of C Mrifiens. 


the Glory of God, and the mutual Fel: 


=... Among 


hn = 
En. ee a nn 


' tian to have a true diſftintt K — 
0 


To the Reader. 


' Among which the aſſes Dorine of : 
the Holy'Trin-unity is the chiefeſt : for | 
to deny the Deity of Jeſus Chriſt, and” 
the Holy Ghoſt, i a great deprivation © 
wot only of the Glory of 5%. two Di- © 


pine Subſipencies, but alſo of the Fa- 


ther : For he that honoureth not the 
MENS RO PR 5 —__— 
n, honoureth not the Father, Joh. 


5.2 / ny ; Aut unleſr we” ſee the Divine 


| Rays of the Sor, "we cannot ſee the Pa- * 


ther, chap.14.9. And if wehave not 


the ſame Light, we' cannot walk in |; 


the fare Fellowſhip: for what Com- 


munion hath Light with Darkneſs, . 
Moreover, | 
ſeeing that the Fear of the Lord is the | 
beginning of Wiſdom: and f the *' 
Knowledg' of. the Holy is Under- . 


1 Joh.1.7. 2 Cor.6. 14. 


ſtanding,] Prov. 9. 10. and that the 
Welfare of our Souls depends on our 


knowledg of God, and true Faith - in 
. him, as hei revealed to us in the Holy 
Scriptures to be our Saviour, it # high- | 


ly neceſſary, and the duty of every Chri- 
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To'the Reader. 


; of God, ſabſiting in the Father, S ow; 2 
' and Holy Ghoſt. For as neither an 
' implicit Faith can ſecure us from being 


tarned afide by every wind of Doftrine, © 


* awd cunning Craftineſs of them that lie 
in wait to deceive : ſo unleſs we have 


, true Notions of the Holy Trinity, we 
. Cannot worſhip God aright. | | 


.To the end therefore that thoſe who 


* have not a good underſtanding of this 
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Do#rine, may be inlightned, and more 
eftabliſh'd therein, and may have ſome- 
what to anſwer, and ſtop the months of 
Gainſayers; axd that others may be 
convinced of their Error, and confir- 


' med in the Truth, I have preſented © 


this ſmall Treatiſe to publick view. 
And tho I am ſenſible of my awn 

Weakneſs, and Incapatity to manage 

this Inconceivagle Myſtery, ſo as to 


| ſuit aud correſpond with the Grandure 


and Perfettion of it ; yet there is ſuch 
Evidence and clear Demonſtfation gi. 
ven from the Word of Truth, of the 
Deity of our Bleſſed Lord and the Ho- 


To the Reader. 


ly Spirit, as might eaſily gain it credence in 


the Minds of thoſe thatWlo oppoſe it, if their | 


Imbecillit y were not ſuch as to limit the myſte= 


rious and tranſcendent manner of God's Be 


ro thoſe it us my humble Requeſt : Ty 
1. That with a ftudiout and intentive Spi- 
rit they will peruſe this little Treatiſe, __. 
2. That no former Prepoſſeſſions may hinder 
their full adherence to what bath Divine Au- 
thorny flamp'd upon it, and then 1 doubt not 
of ſome good Effetts of my Labour. For this 


' #ng to their finite Reaſon; and make" the 
Scriptures ſubſervient to it : And therefore 


Fundamental Truth bath ſo firm a Foundga. + 


tion 1n the Holy Scriptures, as will ſtand the 
ſhock of all the Socinian Arguments: And 


tho I bave not here undertaken to anſwer the © 


multitudevf them, or of their Objetions made 
againſt ths Dottrine,or any particular Author 


on thu Subjett ;, yet I have taken bold, "8 
rorceive., of the chiefeſt Pillars on which their 


Fabrick, depen 1s, and thoſe being taken away, 
their whole Building wall {=5. Which that it 
wholly. may,- and that every Chriſtian may be 
eſtabliſh*d in the Truth of God, Is the Prayer 
of him, mo deſires to be a true Worſ 5pper of 
the Trinine God, -and #3 aWell-wifher to all 
Men. | ER. 1 * 
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CHAP. 1. 


| | In which after a ſhart Introduftion, 
« | the Caſe is briefly ſtated, 
| 


OD who. at. ſundry "Times, 
_ andin divers Manners, ſpake 
.in-Times paſt unto the Fathers 
by the Prophets'; hath in theſe 
laſt Days ſpoken unto us 'by his 'Son,3 
Who firſt in his own Perſon declared the 

Father's Will, and hn by his Holy Apo- 
”  ftles, 


2 The Introdadtion. 
ſtles, through the.Spirit, more fully open- ! 
ed the Myſteries (that had been hid from 
Ages and Generations) unto his Saints, - 
and left them upon Sacred Record for fu- | 
ture Ages. By which means we come to 
the knowledg| not only of the Grace, Of- * 
fice and Operations of the Father, Son + 
and Holy Spirit,” but of the great Myſte- 
ry of theſe Three, for cver bleſſed, holy, : 
and divine Perſons, ſubſilting in the Uni- 
ty of the Godhead from all Eternity. : 
But no ſooner did the Glory of the Holy | | 
'Trintty - begin to-ſhine- in the Miniftra- | 
tion of the. Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt : But | 
Satan the Prince of Darkneſs (leſt Men ; 
ſhould imbrace the Truth, and ſo his | 
Kingdom ſhouldfall,) did what he could | 
to hinder the Progreſs of the Goſpel in | . 
its primitive: Purity, and in Enmity to | 
the weal of Mankind, ſuggeſted many : 
pernicious 'Ertonrs lato their Minds, as| 
we may find in the Writings of the Apo-| 
ſles! bf our Bleſſed” Lord, W on i 


dvagh et&t& mention! 

>Aiid fe edhghout every. [{cceſthye 
his hath fet'wanted forme (Focceliie 4 O 
diſtarb the. Peace bf the Church with falſe} 
and erronious Dottrines , . thereby to? : 
weaken the true Intereſt of Jeſus Chriſt,| * 


2 4 , 3 
a e245 ace: 


The Introduitins. 9 
as well as to ruin the Souls of Men. 
And .among . others that | have been 
broached in the World, this is one, viz. 
That the Son of God, and the Holy Spi- 
Tit, are not one infinite and eternal Ged, 
Coellential with the Father, but: are' fo 
much infertour in Nature ro him, a3 ro 
be but Creatures only. 
. But to ſpeak more particularly, Some 
affirm that Jeſus Chriſt is only humane, 
or nothing but Man-: And though the 
Racovian Catechiſm, -doth acknowledg 
he 1s more than a meer Yan ; yet they do 
| notallow Chriſt to havea divine Nature, 
| . as we may ſee in Pag. 27, 28. of that 
Catechiſm : Where by way of-Queſtton, 
they ſay, ls the Lord Jeſus then a' meer 
[Man ? The Anſwer is. ' by no "means ; 
For he was-conceivel of 'the' Holy Spi itit, 
and born of the Virgin Mary'; and'there- 
| fore is, from his very. Conception and 
| my the Son of 'God, as we read Like 
fax-\ T- 30. and” the Anſwer is -cloRd -with 
+ || theſe: Words,* That theFord Jefis otght 
| by no, means to be. ;reguted | A meet 
oft Man. Fl 
- Yet thenext Queſtion being po pats Hath 
he tot alſo a'Divine' Nature ! e 'An- 
ker 18. At no* Hand ER Oe. 
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4 The Caſe brief ſtated. 


to the Holy Scriptures. 

Now if they will notallow Jeſas Chriſt 
to have a Divine Nature, and yet do ſay 
he 1s more than a meer Man ; what can 


of Faith ) that the Holy Spirit is an An- 
gel, and ſo by Conception he may be ſaid 


the Power of God, is his Divine Nature. 


ther. 


Chriſt cannot be of the Nature of Angels 

by conception. Nay, Biddle himſelf, 

though he aſlerts the Holy Ghoſt to be an 

.Angel, and Chriſt to be conceived by 

him, yet he ſaith that. Chriſt hath no o- 

Ip, _ a humane ; Nature. Article 
e 


Exerciſe of the. Divine Power of God., 
be the external and viſible Exerciſe of | 


ing | 


nant not only to found Reaſon, but alſo } 


to participate of their Nature ; or elſe | 
that His viſible and external Exerciſe of | 


bis onn Nature ; it is what, we are pleag- | 


- he then be ? unleſs we ſuppoſe either (as + 
Biddle ſaith Article 6. ot his Confeſſion * 


mY 


: 


From the firſt Socinus (whom Biddle repro- | 
veth for it ) and Crellizs do diſſent, for | 
they deny the Spirit to be a Perſon, but '. 
-the Power and Efficacy of God the Fa- ; 


So that according to their opinion | 


"Ea 7 m ” 
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Secondly, If his external and viſ ble | 


# 
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Thi #, 2 briefly ſtated. 5 


/ ing for, and if this were but granted, 

; the main Controverſy would quickly 
| ceaſe, for the Power of God az it is 
1 in God, 
; Chriſt. 


is his Nature: ſo it muſt bein 


But 1t?s hard to conclude from what 


| theſe Men do {ay, what Chriſt and the 


Holy Spirit are ; for. ſome are for having 
Chrift nothing but Humane : and others, 


' that He1s more than a Man. viz. the Son 
; of God by Conception, and yet that he 
1s not God by Nature : 
' le 1s for having the Holy Ghoſt to be 

| an Angel; others ſay, That he is the. 
| Power and Efficacy of God the Father : 
: And what they- will hammer forth' at 
; laſt, or where they will ſettle, who can. 
| tell? However, In this they all agree, 

; That neither the Son nor the Holy Ghoſt, 

: are God by Nature, or have the ſupream. 
* Divine Nature of God for their own Na- 
Lure :- 
; there hath been great endeavours uſed to 
' ſuppreſs the Doctrine of the Holy Trin- 
unity 3 and to raze out, or ſo beſmear the 
4 written Word of God, that we ſhould not 
| diſcern the Beauty and Excellency of the 
! Nature of Chriſt, and the Holy Spirit ; 
f | ſhall endeayour to demonſtrate the 


So likewiſe Bid- 


And therefore, foraſmuch as 


B 3 Truth 


Witt C4 Tr tro 
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- Bat One God 


Truth of their Deity ; and in order there- 
unto, 

Firſt, I. ſhall note, that on all Hands it 
i5 3preed among . Chriſtians, that the 
Scriptures do diſtinguiſh and make a 
difference between the Father, the Son, 


ard the Holy Ghoſt ; and that there is. | 


but one that is perſonally called the Fa- 
ther, and. but one other Chief and only 


diſtinguiſhed: from both, and called the 
Holy Ghoſt, beſides which. there is not 


AIST 


$7 
Fy 


Sn . of. that. Fatter, and' alſo a third * 


another that ; is ſo called, as may be col- | 


lected . from the following Scriptures, 


Eph. 4. 45. $> 6, A Jo + 9. Chap.” $: Ts; 
Go 2/7 ch. 14 4:2% 1... 


2 Pet, 1. 16, 17. John 


bt Sis or there arvsE 2 


CHAP. IL 


Wherejn s i proved that there is but One God, 
the Creator and Former of all Things. - 


4 


* © ſhew this, I ſhall only give a bare 
Citation of ſeveral Texts of Scrip- 
tore, ,and not take, up our time, - in.. that. 
which is {6 generally believed by all Per-. 


ſons. . 


Dent. Fs 4. Hear O Iſracl, the Lard our | 
God 


| 


- AIPS8 


= +0-th£r, y< wordand 
UE hoty Ghagt: and thege thyss oNs on | [ 


the Creator of all things. 7 


! God i4 one Lord. 1 Sam. 2. 2. There is none 


| Eoly & the Lord, for there # none beſides 


F FF 
— x 
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i thee, &c. Ia. 46- 9. Remember the former 
! Things of old, for 1 am God, and there us 


' pone elſe ;, I am God, and there u none like 


me. 1 Ccor.:4. 6. There is none other. God 
but One : but to 14 there 15s but cone God 
the Father, of whom are all things, 1 Tim. 
2.5. For there u but one God, &c. Jain. 2. 
I9. Thou believeſt. there is but one God, 
thou doſt well, Nehem. 9. 6. Thou, even 
then, \ art Lord alone , Thou haft made 
Heaven, the Heaven of Heavens with all 


their Hoſts, the Earth and all Things that 


| ite: therein; the Sea. and all that is,theremn, 


and thou preſerveſt them all, and the Hoſt of 
Heaven wor ſhippeth thee. Pſal.86.9, 10. All 
Nations whom thou haſt made. ſhall come and 
worſhip, before thee, O Lord, and;ſhall glori- 
fy thy Name t For thou art. great, and doeſt 


Wondrous Things, thon art God alan. Iſa. 


44. 6. Thus ſaith the Lord, the King of I1(- 
rae], and his Redeemer the Lord of Hoſts, 
I am the firſt, and I am the laſt, and btſides 


"me there 15 no God. Ver, 24. 1 am the Lord 


that maketh all Things, Ma: © 4.5. 18. For 
thus ſaith the Lord, that -created the Hea- 
wvens,' God himſelf that formed the Earth and 
made: it : He hath eftabliſhed i, He created 
| | B. 4 it 


8 A Plurality of Divine Perſons. 
it not in vain, He formed it to be inhabited, 
1 am the Lord, and there # none elſe. | 
There are many other Scriptures of like 
import, but theſe are plain and ſufficient | 
Teſtimonies to prove that there is but - 
one God the Creatour and Formet of all 
. Things. 


hw 


CH AP. IIL. 


Sheweth that there ® a Plurality of Divine 
Subſiſtences. 


Irſty-from Ger. 1. 1. In the Beginning | 
- God created the Heaven and the Earth. + 
The word in the Hebrew is [ Elobim] |. 
Gods, or Almighties, in the Plural Num- {' , 
ber : I find an Expoſition of this Text by ! 
Mr. Wilkam Streat, which becauſe It gi- |, 
lil yeth much Light, I ſhall preſent the Rea- |), 
i} der with the material part of it. 'S 
« The Author reads [ C2m15x |] | 
—_- *rhe Almighties, and in ! 
In Mr; William «c Page 2. ſpeaking of ; 
Strear's. Book £4l-. & rhe oppoſition of Elc- | 
ied, The dividing . " wort | 
of the Fivof, Pag.1. © 91mm, Almighties,. which 
Bo «1s a Noun Plural to the 
** word Bara,he created,ſays thus ; God's 
'« Phraſe 


| of Þlurality of Divine Perſons. 
| © Phraſe, in a Diale&tof his own, tranſ- 
Ife. 7 * cending all humane 'Arts, purpoſelyto 
ke | © amaze them in the Myſtery of the Tris 
- * nity, isone Thing. 
. **. Mansordinary means of iifcovering 
all ** earthly Things by Grammarical Rules 
| + in humane Learning, is another. 
| &« This Hebraiſm'is not uſed by Moſes 
— , * (the Almighties Secretary ) Penman 
" © of ſacred Truth, joyning. a Verb Sin- 
 * gular to a Noun Plural, for Contra- 
; & diction, but for Interpretation. There- 
| © fore the word Bara | he created ] Is 
| ©: moſt fittingly and ſignificantly joyned 
| © to a Noun Plural, Elobim, Almighties; 
| «© becauſe titling himſelf in a Plural 
bw | « Number, he might give us to under-- 
| ſtand a Plurality of Perſons, which are 
by 6 the three Perſons in the Trinity, Fa- 
. If * ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt ; -who 
$f '* wrought together in the Work: of Cre- 
* ation. And the Author further adds: 
IC Page 3.) that the Holy Trinity is 
IT to. be underſtood; 'and'that becauſe 


me 


I 
I" 


of |che word God-is not to be found in the 
1z. \Singular Number - £}, nor-'in the Duar 
= Jas Elohaim, but in'the Plural Elhin; as- 


he comprehending the three Perſons in the 


; _ But ſoine my ſay "that aa” = 


10 A Plurality of Divine Perſons. 
Elohim, Praves,jrather 'three Gods, than 
three \Diyine Perſons in one Godhead. 
But; note, that - this is -corrected by. the ': 
Verb Singular, which betokens the Three | 
to. be One in Eſſence. And ſurely there | 
is ſomething in this Hebraiſm, becauſe it 
anſwers] ſo-well to that which follows,ver; 
25.\Hud Gedi{aid; Let. Us make Mat in Our 
Image; after. Our Likeneſs, &c : Mark the _ 
words [ Us ] and { Our] fignify more / 
than-. One Perſon: And though ſome | 
may. obje&t.that.the Angels are here to be ' 
endenſtoog. z - yet this.cannat be; for the | 
Works of: Creation were never attribu- | 
ted.; to any Creatures. :'\And as | there © 
are-- other Texts, Ger. 20.-13. and | 
<..' 35-7: Joſh; 24. 19: 2 Sam. 7,23. 
ſee. the; Dutch- Annotations, in. milich | 
the Heprew;word ( Elohim') -Almightiecs 
is fqund $3,thePlagal Natpoer, as: like- | 
wiſe the: word - ; Makers ] 7eb- 35: 10. 7 
Eccleſ. 12.1. S0; alſo in our Engliſh | 
Tranſlation, there 1s' a Concorrence in | 
ſeveral gthen, places of Scripture, with | 
this of Gen. 26,348 in ch11. 7: -where | 
wx ord, ſaid, Go to,, ler. 44 go downs; and | 
there. confound their Language: And' T/a. i 
6.18. : The Lord ſaid, Whom: ſhall ] ſend, 
and who ' will. go {or 6 #5? &c. Which pla-|| 


The Drity of Chriſp Rec, aun 
ces* defidte #2 Ennely} of Perſons 1 in the 
Godhead: 


CHAP. IV., 


Awrnith the Deity of «our Lord rf cri 
=" his Names.” x | 


"HAT the Father 1s God, is unver- 
fally owned by al CES 'And 
therefore, > 

= Having made ſins tele” preparation, | 
F now-'tome to' prove the Deity of the 
Son of God. That our 'LordiJefus Chriſt 
is not 'only Himane'; [but that-he is alſo 
of the very fame Spiritual Efſence; Na- 
m_ ah” Subſtance + rt wo” Father: | 

Att L SOPLNNOUL 
'1pirſty! I: ſhalt take invtice: of thoſe 
Naines or- Appellations, 'which.are'given 
to' our - Lord: Feſus' Chriſt 'in- the Holy 
Scriptures: ;-for he is frequently called by 
thoſe: Natnes which! are propeely applica- 
le to \nbpe bit God! As, Mighty God, 
Fa. y. 65 " applied'to " Chrilt, Lek, 1. 31, 
32, 33-” Moſt Mighty, Zia. 45-1 to8. 
applied 'to Chriſt, Heh. . 8. Almighty, 
Rev. 1. 8. with ver. 171 '8. Fehowah, Jer, 
.- a 


23--5, 6.; Theſe are proper. Names of 


God, and are applied to Jeſus... Chriſt, 
who is often called God in the Holy 
Scriptures, -as Jobn 20. 28, My Lord, and 
my God: and Heb. 1, 8. But unto the Son he 
ſaith, Thy Throne, O God, ts for ever and e- 
wer. Rom. 9. 53Whefe are the Fathers, and 
of whom,as concerning the Flefh,Chrift.came ;, 
who 15 over all, God bleſſed for ever. Amen. 


And though others may”be' called Gods, 


Yet unto us there i but;.one God, 1 Cor, 
8. 6. And what ever ſome may think 
(that would* turn the-current of Scrip- 
' ture another way ) yet I cannot. con- 
celive that Jeſus Chriſt ſhould be ſo fre- 
quently called, by the higheſt Appellati- 
ons God: hath, in. a relative Senſe only, 
and not -as proper . Names belonging to 
him, as a Perſon ſubſiſting in the ſame 
Nature ; nor do-I believe that his Name 
Immanuel, which 1s, God with us, atth. 
1. 23. Was;given to-him but as a ſuitable 
and deſcriptive; Name, of both his Na- 
tures, as real Gqd- in our, Nature ; 'He 
took Fleſh upon him, Heb. 2.,46, and: 
Phil. 2.6, 7. He thought it not robbery to be 
equal with God : But made bimſelf of no Re- 
/ putation, and took upon him the farm of a 


Servant, @'c, Here arethe two Natures of- 


Chrit 
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- | 1 the Angel told the ata Toyings that 


EST br Fan wt 


| Evrint a alerted, his Divine N: es which 
/ only can be equal with God, and his Hu- 


Z mane, both which do appropriate his 


| Name Immanuel to him : and if - his 
' Names are proper to the Nature of God, 
| we muſt then either admit of Jeſus Chriſt 

ro; be of the ſame Nature, or deny his 


* Names to be proper to him. 


Secondly; I ſhall prove the Deity of 
: the Son of God, by three particular 
: Scriptures, that relate to God in the Old 

| Teſtament, .and which are applied to Je- 


; ſus Chriſt in the New.: whereby it may _ 


| appear, that (reſpecting his Divine Na- 

1 ture) he is one and the ſame with God. 

Þ Firſt Scripture is Zech. 14. 3. Then ſhall 
| the Lord go forth, and fight againſt thoſe 
| Nations, ' 4s when he fought inthe day of 

| Baitel., Ver.,4. And his Feet (hall tand in 
/ that day upon the Monnt of Olives, which: is 

| | before Jeruſalem on the Eaſt, &c. Ver. 5. 

. And the Lord my God ſhall come, and all the 
! Saints with thee. This Text, for. its na- 
{ tural Affinity with the reft of the Chapter, 
| cannot be.allegorized without groſs Ab- 
| ſardity ;- but muſt. be taken:in a literal 
8 Senſe, of the coming of Chriſt with all his 
! Saints... And it well agrees with. what 


this 


7? 
[ 
*% 


1 


14 God untheOld-Teftament, 
this ſume 'Feſw. which 44 taken up \from 30# in 
to Heaven, :ſhall-ſo come in like mamer as | 
you have ſeen him go «into Heaven, Thin 
. returned they to Jeruſalem from the Mount 
called Olivet. This ſheweth' that Chriſt | 
aſcetided iinto-Heaven from the Mount of | 
Olives, - and that thither'he ſhall defeend | 
again ; and fo it agrees with the Irophet. ' 
And as to theicominig, of ' the Saints, with | 

the Lord, or Jehovah God; this-alſo i Is aP- 
- Þhied to Jeſus Chriſt.: - 1'Thefſ. 4. 14: For || 
:f we bilicuethat Feſws died, andrroſe' again + | 
even. ſo. them alſo which-ſtoep n Feſta, Jhall | 
God bring' with: bj. ' chap. 3-13: At this 
coming of our Lord Foſus Chri with all bis || 
mers So that he'who' isby the Prophet | 
Zechariah called the Lord: God, 1s by the | 
ApoſHes'called Jefis Ohrift.t  :+ _ 

1 Second: Scriptor es Fech. Ho 10; "— Y 
I will pour "pow the "Horſe of | David, ant | 
upon the Tahabitants of Jeruſalem, the Spirit: 
of\Grace-andof "Supplication, and they ſhalt | 
| book. upon: me cmhim #bey have - porenls 
phy rb mins for bin, "Gee? 3! 316 
- Bir 1The Boly> Ghoſt: my cet '6f 
Chriſt Mm idifferent Perſons,” 4 Fe} 
and! F Hit] to betiken his Viſferens Na- 
tures of God -and'Men,” who being both; | 
may be differentlyſpokern' of -as'a Perſorr | 
relating to either Nature. Se- | 


& Chriſt in the New, 25 
Secondly, - This: is confirmed. by +. elm, 
Rev: '1. 7. Ih apylying the ſame to Chriſt 
only... And our Lord himſelf ſpeaks of 
this great. Mourning ; Wher they ſhall fee 
the fign of the Son of Man in-Heauen, com- 


| ing with Power and great Glory. Mat.24.:30. 


So then (as: it ts appatent: that the Pro- 
phet:; Zechariah's  Fehouah, ' or Lord, in 
ver. 1. which ſtretcheth forth the Heavens, 
and layeth the Foundation of the Earth, and 


| formeth the Spirit of Man. within him, is 


that [Me] , whom they have qnuerced, and 
Flim they fball look, upon and mourn. for; 'vV1z.. 
Feſm Chriſt in the New' Teflament,) we 


5 muſticither admit” Chriſt. to -be of the 


Divine Eſience, or elſe confound the two . 
Teſtaments. | | DONUTS: 
- Third;Scripture- is 1/a.8. 1:3." $an#ify 
the Lord-of Hoſts himſelf, and let 'him be 
your (Fear, - and let him be your Dread. Ver. 
14." And He. ſhall be 'for a Sanktuary ;, but 
for" a\ Stone' of Stumbling, and for a Rock 'of 
Offence to both the Houſes of Iſrael, for a 
Gm,.ang: for 'a Snare: ro \the Inhubit atts of 
.: ThisiFext is applyed to Jefus Chriſt in . 
1 Pet.2:6. Wherefore alfoiitis rontained:inthe 
Scriptures, Behold, I'lay in Sion a chief Cor- 
ner-Stone,ele&. precious 5 and he that __—_ 
v3 | 172 


- Chriffs 'Deity proved 
eth-on bim. ſhall nat be confounded. And | 
this Corner:Stone, / which'is Jeſus Chriſt, |: 
as the preceding Verſes ſhew, #s a Stone of |! 
Stumbling, anda Rock of Offence, &c. ver. | 
8. So that comparing theſe two Scriptures | 
together, they demonſtrate Jeſus Chriſt | 
the Metaphorical Stone of Stumbling, and | 
Rock of Offence, in the New Teſtament, 
to be the Lord of Hoſts [Himſelf] in 
. the Old, viz. Jehovah, for ſo is the Word 
Lord in the Hebrew, 1n all the aforeſaid 
places -in the Old Teſtament ; which is an 
Eſſential Name of God, Whoſe Namie. alone | 
is Jehovah, Pal. 83. 18. And: therefore | 
the Son of God. is Co-eſſential with the 
Father.- | | 
Thirdly, I ſhall prove the Deity of our 
08 Lord. Jeſus Chriſt by: ſeven- particular 
Wm Scriptures... PE IT ATT 
ſl Firſt is,” Rev. 22: 6. . And the Lord Ged 
of. the Holy Prophets, ſent his Angel to ſhew 
unto his Servants the things which muſt ſhort - 
ly be done.. Ver. 16.1 Jeſus have fent mine 
ll Angel, tateſtify ante. you theſe things in. the 
bl! — Churches, With Chap. 1. 1. The Revelat- 
ll on of: Feftes Chriſt, which God gave unta him, 
to ſhew unto.his Servants things which muſt 
ſhortly-come to. paſs ;, and be ſent and ſignified - 
it by. kis. Angel unto: his Servant John: 
| Gd, 


BS, ADS Fe 5+ 


' by ſeveral Texts. 3 2 
| God, viz. the Father, Rev. chap. 4. and 
3 chap. 1. 5,6, 7. with chap. 3. 21. gave the 


rof. ! Revelation to Feſu Chriſt ; and its ſaid, He, 
" | not the Father, ſent his Angel, to ſignify it 


{ unto his Servant John, and this Jeſus Chriſt 
, Is the Lord God of the Holy Prophets. And 
| therefore he is the true Supream God by 
3 Nature. 

|. The Second Scripture is As 20. 28. 
1 Take beed therefore unto your ſelves, to feed 
' the Church of God, which he bath purchaſed 
* with his own Blood, 15f. The Blood that 
{ purchaſed or redeemed us, 1s the precious 
# Blood of Jeſus Chriſt, 1 Per. 1. 18, 19, 
: 2dly. If Jeſus Chriſt were but a Man, tho 
4 only made of a Woman, yet being the 
7 Seed, the Off-ſpring of the Fleſh of Da- 
Y vid, Atfts 2.30. Rev. 22. 16. the Perſon 


7 of a May, his Blood would be the own 


# proper Blood of that Perſon; and fo it 
} could not have ſuch a fpecial Relation un- 
! to God : but as he was no Perſon, but by 
| the aſſumption of the Divine Nature ; ſo 
| his Blood hath a ſpecial Relation (tho 

'not natural) unto that Nature as It 1s 

part of Chriſt's Perſon, and - without 

J which 'he did not exiſt. Now this 


 & Blood, which is the Blood of Chriſt, 


| being the own Blood of God, ſhews the 
; aſſump- 


18 Chriſt”s Deity proved 
allumption of Humanity by his own 
Nature; and the like may be ſaid of 
the Life which God laid down for us, 
6 Tamdgcas,: iu. | 
Third: Scripture 1s , Phil. 2. 5, 6, 7;8+ 

Let this Mind be in you, which was alſo_in 
Chri#t Jeſus : who being in the form of God, 
thonght it not robbery to be equal with God « 
But maae bimſclf of no Reputation, and took. 
upon him the form of a Servant. and was made 
en the likeneſs of Men. And being found in 
faſhion as a Man, ht humbled himſelf,, and 
became obedient unto Death, even the Death 
of the. Croſs, 1 Ear £15; +0 Loeb 

- . Firſt;z\In this Scriptur eChritis ſaid to 
þein the'form of - God, which-is not only 
as Man by Creation, who beareth ſome- 
thing of his Image in the natural Qualities 
of the Soul, but. in equality with God ; 


ſo that in Nature he is not inferior to him, | 


and. therefore he can be no Creature : For 
there 1s no Creature that hath its being 
from God, can be equal to God. 
Secondly ; the Divine Nature of Tefus 
Chriſt muſt be underſtood by :his being 
in the Form:of Gal ; becauſehe did:pre- 
exit-his Incarnation in that Form : his 
Condeſcention of. mind, andhis Power 
in. that form, to take the farm-of a:Ser- 


vant, \ 


rp 


hy Hz pay +. of 
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_ by ſeveral Texts. Ig. 
vant, went before his actual Condeſcen- 
tion 19 taking our Nature. Let this Mind 
be in you, . which was alſo in Chriſt Few, 
Who being in the form . of God — made 
Himſelf of no Repwtation. Which muſt 
be underſtood of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt's 
ſubliſting in his Divine Nature before his 
Incarnation, - in the form of God, and 
equal to. Him. 4s 

. 4th Scripture,: is John 5.-26. | For as the 
Father hath Life in Himſelf, fo hath he gi+ 
ven to the Son ta have Life in Himſelf. 

Firſt, For the Son to have Lite in Him- 
ſelf, is not to-receive it from an higher 
Nature, far then. he would have it in a« 
nother,, as , Fellow-Creature . with . us, 
whoſe Nature: and. 7 Perſonality have 
their Life and Being in God :: But to have 
Life in Himſelf, is to-have it in his own 


Nature, which cannot be if he were only 


Humane. Atts 17, 28...; ' 


. w of 


Secondly, For the Son to-have Life in 
Himſelf, given or communicated to Him 
by the Father,denoteth the great Myſtery 
of his eternal Generation in the Divine 
Nature for elſe the manner of Speech 
would be abſurd, and contradictory: 1n 
it ſelf; for if it were given Him as a Crea- 
ture; he could not have it in Himſelf, ang 
7 1 


20 Chriſt's Deity proved 
if he have it in. Himſelf, though it be gi- 


ven of the Father, he cannot be a Crea- 
ture ; -for that Nature which hath Life 


- in it ſelf, muſt needs be the Nature of | 


God, and this is the Nature of the Son. 
Fifthly; Fohn 10. 30. I and my Father 
are One. This Text cannot ſimply be un- 
derſtood, as if Chriſt and the Father 
were One only, even as we are one in 


- 
OR 
Gt 


Them : for Chriſt, ſpeaking of his Sheep | 


in the 27, 28, and 29, Verſes, ſays, My 


Father which gave them me is greater than | 


all, and none ts able to pluck, them out of my 


Fatber's Hand, Here Chriſt aſſerteth the | 


_ was greater than All, but yet faith; 7 and | 
my Father are One ;, as if Chriſt ſhould | 


fay, As my Father is greater than all, 


So alſo I am greater than all ;- and his be- | 


ing One in Power, ſhews:him fo be One 
in Nature with him. - And thus the Jews 
underſtood our Eord, when they took up 
Stones to ſtone him, ver. 31. that he be- 
ing a Man, mzde himſelf God, v. 34, 35 
36. But Chriſt reproves their raſhneſs in 
charging him with Blaſphemy, looking 
on It as great Indignity, not to allow him 
any Supremacy above others they called 
Gods; in fhat they ſaid of him, whom 


the 
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by ſeveral Texts. 
the Father had ſanQtified, — Thou blaſ- 
| phemeſt, becauſe he ſaid, I am the Son of 
I queſtion not but 'the Jews would 
# have born it well enough, though he 
ſhould have aſlumed the Name of God, ſo 
it were in the Senſe of their Law, like 0- 
ther Men, ver. 34, 35.0r of a Son of God, 
as they themſelves being Children of A- 
braham, claimed God to be their Father : 
£ But their great quarrel with Chrift was, 
that he ſo affirmed Himſelf to be the Son 
Y of God, as one and the ſame with the Fa- 
8 ther, equal to him in Power 3 and there- 
E fore-he 1s of the ſame Nature. 
® Sixth Scripture is 1 John 5. 20. And we 
* know. that the Son of God ts come, and hath 
{ 25ven 1s an Underſtanding, that we may know 
him that u True : And we are in him that is 
| True, even in his Son Feſus Chriſt, This is 
che true God, and eternal Life. 
— What can be more plain to prove that 
the Son of God is the true God, than to 
have it ſo aſſerted of him ? and can he be 
the true. God,. and nor ſo by Nature, the 


[very God, and but a Creature ?;1f fo, 


we mult then acknowledg two: Gods, the 
One the true God the Creator, the other 
the true God a Creature, which is repug- 
nant to the Scripture : for there Is none 
ks Batt © Other 
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 onr Lord Jeſus Chriſt be the true God, he 


"incarbare : But" this is contrary tothe 


22 c brit s Deir proved 


other God but One; for though there 
be that are called Gods,' whether in Hea- 
ven or in Farth (as there be 'Gods many, 
and Lords many) Bur to # there s but 
one God, as before was ſhewed, 1 Cor. 8. 
4, 5, 6. And Gl. 4. 8. there is an Exclu- 
ſion of all from Divine. Worſhip that are | 
not God by Nature ;- and therefore if 


muſt then be of the One true Natural 
Godhead. | 

Seventh Scripture is' Cotofſ. 2. 9. For in 
him 4welleth all the fulneſs' if the. 'G othead 
Bodily. 

Firſt; To imagine from this,orany other| 
Scripture, that the Humane Nature of| 
Chriſt comprehends the Deity, is to con- 


_ ceive in aur Minds, that bf ' God whichis 


inconſiſtent with his Iminenſi ity and. Tnfi- 
nity of Natnore.' Or, 

' Secondly, To ſay that the 'three Di- 
vine Perſons in the 'Godhead, do perſo- 
"nally ande Ns = the ſame manner 
Taberiace th Te the ne "Natbre-'of 
Chiiſt; makes it. common'to all the three 
Sibſifithcies - fo that the Father arid the 
Holy Spirit, as well as the $on; woutd be 
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"written Word of God, which deCtres'to 


us; 


by ſeveral Texts. 23 

us, the Son of God who is the brightneſs 
of his Glory, and the expreſs Image of 
his Perſon, that laid the Foundation of 
the Earth, &c. - That He it 1s that took 
Fleſh upon. him. Heb. 1.1,2,3,8, 10. and 
ch. 2. 14 16: And all that Chriſt did by 


| way of Atonement for us, and Recanci- 


liation of ' God to us, is aſcribed:to him 
as, the Perſon of the Son of God only, . 
andnot as the Father, or the Holy Ghoſt, 
though in the Unity of Nature they can- 
not beexclnded. But; © 5. #1 
"Thirdly, If we are neither to' ynder- 
Tand' this Scripture, as if the Godhead 
were comprehended in Chriſt's humane 
Nature ;, nor that the three Divine Per- 
ſons were equally incarnate, what'then 
can/be firther propoſed 'as the meaning 
of.it?- Butthatthe Perſon of the-Son; or 
the Divine Nature of. Chriſt ſubſiſting in 
the ohe whole Nature of God, hath all 
the fulneſs of: that Nature dwelling in 
him, for there is no Diviſion ofthe whole 
Nature of God, - wick"2N' its" EMentivl 
Properties and Perfettions: from the Di- 
vine Perfohs :*for then neither the Na- 


ture nor the Perſons could: be Infinite or 


Immenſarable; but-limited and fubſcri- 
bed 3 and therefore there is a —_— 
- that 


24 Chriſt's Deity proved 


that every Divine Perſon ſhould have the ; | 


. whole Divine Nature with all the Efſen- 
tial Attributes and Perfections of it, whe- 
ther it be Omnipotency, Omnipreſency, 
Omniſciency, Immenſity,Eternity, Good- 


neſs, &c. the fulneſs of all is in every Di- | 
vine Perſon : they differ not in Nature, ) 
but in perſonal Properties ; as the Father | 


is not begotten like the Son, neither did 


the Son beget like the Father, nor alſo did | 
either of them proceed like the Holy Spl- | 
rit ; and ſo alſo jn Office they differ the 


one from the other ; but in Nature they 


are the ſame, and have all the ſame Ef- |} 


ſential Properties and PerfeCtions, as was 


ſaid before. 
So then all the fulneſs of the Godhead 


dwells bodily or ſubſtantially inthe Perſon 


of the Son, that is, he hath the whole Spi- 
ritual Subſtance or Eſſence of the Divine 
Nature, and by - his hypoſtatical Union 
with the Humane Nature, the fulneſs of 
the Godhead may be. {aid alfo to dwell 
Bodily in the Humane Nature of Chrilt. 

So then, if all the Attributes and Per- 
feftions of the Nature of. God in their 
fulneſs dwell in our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, it 
is a ſufficient and undeniable Evidence of 
his Deity. 
| But 
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by ſeveral Texts. 25 

But ſome may ſay that the Godhead 
dwells in Chrilt, after the ſame manner it_ 
dwells in us- 

Anſwer. Tho it's ſaid, that we are the 
Temple of the Living God, and of the Holy 
Ghoſt that awelleth in ww, and that Feſus 
Chriſt 1s alſoin 14, 1 Cor. 6. 19. 2 Cor, 6. 
16, Joh. 17.23. Rom. 8,9, 10, Yetiwhat 
is this to that Fulneſs which dwelsin him ? 
We indeed have Communion with the Fa- 
ther and the Son, through the Spirit, and 
are made partakers of the Divine Nature, 
Eph. 2.22. 2 Pet. 1.4. but not after the 


$ ſame manner as Chriſt is : For the Holy 


Spirit hath his Union with us, by way of 
Fellowſhip with our Spirits, and unites 
himſelf in Communion with us. Phzl. 2.1. 
2 Coy. 13. 14, 1 Cor. 2. 12, 1 Foh. 2. 20. 
whereby we are guided by the teachings of 
him into all Truth, Foh.16. 13. Gal. 5. 18. 
But we have not our exiſtence in the Spi- 
rit, as the Human Nature of Chriſt in the 
Divine Perſon of the Son; for we are di- 
ſtint human Perſons before, and after 
we are regenerated. But Chriſt did not 
exiſt but by Conception in the Divine Na- 
ture, in which he had his Being, and 
thereby a relation, by virtue of the Hy- 
poſtatical Union of = Son of God my 
ug : 


26 Chriſt preexiſted 
his Human Nature, to all the Attributes 
and Perfeftions of the Divine Nature. 
And thoit's ſaid,that God the Father,and 
Chriſt, and the Holy Spirit dwelleth in 
us3 yet I cannot find it was ever ſaid, 
*that the fullneſs of the Godhead, or of 
the Nature of God, dwelleth in us: So 


that this Objection is of no force, to over- | 


throw the ſufficiency of this Scripture to 
prove the Deity of Jeſus Chriſt. 


 Fourthly ; The Deity of our Lord Je- 
ſus Chriſt, is proved by his Eternity ; 
and as a Preparative kexeunto, 1 ſhall firſt 
ſhew that he preexiſted his Incarnation. 

And, Firſt, from Heb. 2. 16. For verily 
he took, not 9n him the Nature of Angels ;, 
but he took.0n him the Seed of Abraham.- In 
the Margent of ſome of our Engliſh Bibles, 
it is read, He taketh not hold of Angels, 
o_ of the Seed of Abraham taketh he 
hol . 

Firſt This could not reſpe&t the Spi- 
ritual Seed of Abraham, for they were 
not ſuch when he firſt took hold: of 
them. : ,:-- -; | TP EPs 

» Secondly ; Nor is this takeng hold to be 
underſtood only of the Poſterity of Abra- 
ham, or literal People of the Jews ; .-be- 
ca ul? 
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his Incarnation. 27 
cauſe this is but a light thing to the Salva- 
tion of the Gentiles, 1/a. 4.9. 6. And be- 
ſides, it is put in oppoſition to the nature 
of Angels, to that of ours; and there- 
fore his takeng hold, or taking on him the 
Seed of Abraham, 1s a taking his Fleſh up- 


- on him, ver. 14. Foraſmuch then as the 
| Children are partakers of Fleſh and Blood, he 


alſo himſelf likewiſe took, part of the ſame. 
So that this Text of Scripture hath a ſpe- 
cial relation to his Incarnation 3 and in 
that he took on him the Seed or Fleſh of 
Abraham, it ſheweth that he not only 
came forth of his Loins, but that he did 
preexiſt the taking hold of that Secd ; for 
he that taketh hold of a thing muſt necds 
preexilt that act of taking hold,” - 

The Second Scripture to prove the pre- 
exiſtency of Jeſus Chriſt to his Incarna- 
tion, is Dan. 9.17. Now therefore, O our 
God, hear the Prayer of thy Servant, and 
cauſe thy Face to ſhine upon thy Santiuary 
that ts deſolate, for the Lord's, ſaks, - -\ 

As we cannot reaſonably imagine, that 
this Lord ſhould be any- other than Da- 
vid's Lord, Pſal. 45. 11. with Matth.22, 
42, 43, 44+ viz. the Son of -Gad : So 
alſo there 1s as little ground to believe, 
that the. Prophet ſhould implore the fa- 
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your of God, for the ſake of one not in | 
being : Becauſe it would have been more 
proper for him to have prayed to God 
for the ſake of his own gracious Promiſe 
of Mercy, than for his ſake, who was | 
fore-appointed of God to make an A- | 
tonement for our Sins, if he were not ' 
then exiſting in his Divine Nature. For as | 
there could be no Promiſe on Chriſt's part, 
to undertake and perform the work of 
Atonement for us, whereby to ingage the 
Father to ſhew us Mercy ; ſo neither could 
God be engaged for the ſake of one that 
was not then in being, to do or promiſe 
the performance of any Mercy. And 
therefore I humbly conceive, that from 
the Prophet?s Prayer to'God for the Lord's | 
ſake, we may conclude that the Son of 
God (for whoſe ſake alone our Sins are 
forgiven) did then exiſt, 
Third Scripture is, Phil. 2. 6, 7. Who 
being in the form of God, thought it not 
robbery to be equal with God : But made him- 
felf of no Reputation, and took upon him the 
' formof a Servant, and was made in the like- 
neſs of Men. Theſe Words do ſhew, that 
Jeſus Chriſt was not made of no reputa- 
tion by another, but that he made him- 
felf fo. Whence note, he did —_ 
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his Diſreputation, and that in the form 
of Gad, and equal to him: For if he 
was not (before he took the form of. a 
Servant) In greater Dignity, how then 


Y could he make himſelf of no Reputation ? 


So that it?s evident our Lord Jeſus Chriſt 
did preexiſt his Incarnation. 

Fourth Scripture is Fob 1. 30. where 
the Evangeliſt ſaith, This is he of whom I 
ſaid, After me cometh a Man which t pre- 
ferred before me., for he was before me. As 
Fobr was conceived at leaſt fix Months 
before Chriſt ; ſo alſo he began his Mini- 
ſtry before him : for Chriſt was Bapti- 
zed by him, and he did not preach-the 
Goſpel, till after Fob was put in Priſon, 
Luk, I. 35, 36. Mark 19. 14. Mat. 4.12, 
18, And therefore ſeeing that Fohn was 
before Chriſt, both in his Conception, 
and Miniſtry, wherein then-was Chriſt 
before him but in his Divine Nature ?: 


But if it ſhould be ſaid, that Chriſt } 


was before Fohn in the Purpoſe and De- 
crees of God? It may be anſwered ; 
That the Purpoſes and Decrees of God 
are as eternal as God Himſelf: and to 
admit of any real or abſolute Precedency 
of any thing in God, is repugnant to ts. 
infinite, eternal, and- immutable - Per- 
E.3 _y 
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fe&tion, and makes Him ſubject to Ac- 
cidents. So that it's undeniable our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt did preexiſt his Incarnation. 
But not in the Nature of Angels. 

Firſt, For though the Nature of An- 
gels 1s more excellent than Mans, yet. nel- 
ther for their excellency of Nature, nor 
any work It is capable of, could the.pro- 
per. Works, Attributes and Perfections 

of God be aſcribed to it : for no Crea- 
ture can be equal to the Creator, or have 
equal Attributes and Perfections to him : 
-and therefore whatſoever is or may be 
applied to Chriſt, from the Word of God 
that is proper to the Holy Deity, could 
not be applied to him, if his Nature 
were not better and more excellent than 
the Angels. 

Secondly ; The Apoſtle Paul in the 
firſt and ſecond Chapters to the Hebrews, 
largely diſcourſes this Matter, and ſuffi- 
ciently proves that Chriſt is no Angel. 
Firſt, from chap. 1. 4. Being made ſo much 
better than the Angels, as he hath by Inhers- 
tance obtained a more excellent Name than 
they, This Text doth not import, that 
only Chriſt's Name,. obtained by the In- 
heritance of his Kingly or Prieſtly Office, 
is more excellent than the Angels, but - 
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ſo that his Nature 1s different from 

theirs : for the Apoſtle ſpeaks not of 
Chriſt and the Angels, in ſuch words or 
form of Speech, as might any ways inti- 
mate both Him and Them to be of the 

ſame Nature : as if he ſhould ſay, that 
Chriſt had obtained a more excellent 
Name than the re{# of the Angels had ; 

but ſo as to demonſtrate that Chriſt is no 
Angel : for his Speech 1s comprehenſive 


off all the Angels, of their whole Nature 3 


and excludes the Son of God from their 
Number. And this the Apoſtle inſiſts far- 
ther upon, in the 5th and 13th Verſes of 
this Chapter : For after he had told us 
what the Son of God is, viz. That he is 
the brightneſs of his Father?s Glory, and 
the expreſs Image of his Perſon, ver. 3. 
and that he is made better than the An- 
gels, ver. 4. he moreover ſaith, For ants 
which of the Angels ſaid he at any time, 
Thou art my Son, this Day bave I begotten 
Thee ? And again, To which of the Angels 
ſaid he at any time, Szt oz my Right Hand 
until 1 make thine Enemies thy Footſtool # 
No, -1t was to no Angel, but to the Son ; 
who for his excellent Nature, above that. 
of the Angels, is called God, ver. 8. 
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Secondly ; From chap. 2: 16. For vers- 
9 he took not on Him the Nature of Angels, 
ut He took on Him the Seed of Abraham. 
This is meant of his Incarnation, as the 
14th Verſe ( which relates to this ) more 

- Fully ſhews ; and then if His aſſuming our 
Nature, is put in oppoſition to his ta- 


- king on Him the Nature of Angels, it is 
a clear Demonſtration, that he preexiſted_ 


his Incarration, in ſome other Nature 


_ than either of theſe: And to imagine ' 


that the Holy Apoſtle, who wrate by 
the Holy Ghoſt, ſhould affirm, that the 


Son of God did not aſſume the Nature of 


Angels, if he had before exiſted: in it, 
would be an Imputation of Abſurdity to 
him, yea to the Holy Ghoſt, which is 
Blaſphemy. From all which it is appa- 
rent, that Chriſt did not preexiſt his;In- 
carnation in the Nature of Angels, but, 
as s muſt follow, in the Divine Nature 0 
God. | 


Secondly; I come to prove the Deity 
of the Son of God by his Eternity. 

Firſt Scripture is, John 1. 1. Jn the Be- 
Sinning was the Word Firſt, this Text 
is not to be underſtood: of the preaching 
of the Goſpel by Jeſus Chriſt, or = 
tne 
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all Eternity. 


Lay 


_ 6y hus Bf OH). 33 
the Baptiſt, for thiswas not aMyſtery fit to 
be ſet as a frontice-piece'to Fohr's Book, 
nor. is there any ſuch! Intimation-in the 
Words 3 and therefore it preceded that 
beginning. Secondly ; He ſpeaks of that 
Beginning in' which all Things were. 
created, ver. 3. which ſhews that he did: 
not - only precede the preaching of the 
Goſpel, but the beginning of the Creati-- 
on, and therefore he was from all Eter-. 
nity. | 
Second Scripture is, Iſa. 9.6: Unto us a. 
Child's born, unto us 4 Son 1 given, and his - 
Name ſhall. be called — Everlaſting Father,. 
or Father of Eternity, as is confeſſed by 
our I—_ If we _ _ a. 
ver. 7. and compare it with- 2 W 
Luke 1. 31, 32, 33. We may br. i 
ſee, that-this Text is applied * * 
to: our 'Lord: Jeſus Chriſt;. and if he be. 
the Author of Eternity, hemuſt Himſelf 
be Eternal. | 
. Third Scripture is; Col. r. 17. And he 
z' before all- things, And ſo: as that (in 
wer, 16,) All things were created. by Him in, 
Eaven and« Earth, viſible and mviſible s. 
which could not be ſaid of Chriſt; unleſs. 
he were the Eternal God, exiſting from, 
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-- Fourth Scripture is> Rev. 1. 17, 18. 


Fear nor, Iam the, frſ and. the laſt; Tam 
He that liveth, and was dead, and behold I 
«am alive for evermore. 
- This Scripture cannot be applied unto 
any. other but Jeſus Chriſt, who was dead, 
and is alive again ; for though it was the 
Angel, that ſpake, yet it was as repre- 
ſenting the Perſon of Jeſus Chriſt 3 and 
therefore whatſoever he ſaith in his own 
Perſon, muft be applied to him ; and 
this is manifeſted in ver. 8. 1 am Alpha 
and Omega, the. Beginning and the Ending, 
ſaith the Lord, which is, and which was, ' and 
which: ws to come, the Almighty. 
ch. 2. 8. where the Angel ſpeaks the ſame 
words, but not inthe 1ame Perſon he did 
before, ſaying, And unto the Angel of the 
Church in 'Smyrna, ' write, Theſe Things 
Jaith the Firft and the Laſt, which was dead, 
s alive again. Yea and in all the E- 
Piſtles to the Seven Churches of Aſa, 


- ke doth not only dictate them as from a- 


nother.; but. alſo, 'the ſame Deſcription 


that John gives of the Angel, the Angel 


applies to'the Son of God, ch. 2..18.. So. 


that theſe Words, I am the Firſt. aud the _ 
Laſt, dorelate unto Jeſus Chriſt : and as: 


nothing can be firſt or preexiſt the Cre- 
, ation 


And in - 
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ation, but the Divine Nature 3 So our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, as being. the firſt, 
muſt preexiſt all things in the Nature of 
God. _. 

Fifth Scripture to prove the Eternity 
of the Son of God is, John 17. 5. And now, 
O Father, glorify Thou me with thy own Self, 
with the Glory which T had with Thee before 


the World was. If the Son were in Glory 


with the Father, before the World was, 
he was then exiſting before Time, and 
therefore from all Eternity, Coeſlential 
with the Father. | 0 


Fifthly 3 The Divinity of our Lord Je- 
ſus Chriſt is proved by his Works. 

Firſt, from Fohn 2. 19,21. Deſtroy this 
Temple, and in three days I will raife it up 
——But he ſpakg of the Temple of his Boay. 

We read of many mighty Works that: 
were wrought by the Holy Apoſtles, but 
not in their own Names, or by their 
own Power : ſaith Peter, As 3. 12. 
Why look you fo earneſtly on us, as though by 
our own 'Power or Holineſs, we had made 
this Man to walk ? And Moſes, for ſaying, 
uſt we fetch Water out of this Rock ? was 
fhut out of the Land of Canaan, Num. 20. 
I2, 19, For though God had om 
DS KY 
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| ſuch power to Men 3. yet he expected the 
Glory. ſhould: be given to. him alone, as 
the Apoſtles did to Jeſus Chriſt, ver. 16. 


| .* And ſurely if our Lord Jeſus had not been 


God equal with the Father in Nature, he 
had offended in aſſuming that Power to 
* Himſelf, which 1s to be aſcribed to none 

. but God ; Who is ſaid ro have raiſed him 
iſ the third Day, As 10. 40. So that the 
fame Power which is aſcribed to God, the 
fame doth our Lord Jeſus aſſume unto 
himſelf,, and this demonſtrates him to be 
of $he ſame Nature. | 

Second Scripture is, Johz 1. 3. Al 
things were made by Him , and without Him 
was not any. thing made, that was made, 
And therefore the. Word, or Son of God, 
ver. 14, 18. is the Eternal God and Cre- 
ator of all Things. 

Third Scripture is, Cel. 1. 16, 17. For 
by Him were all things created that are in 
Heaven, and that are in Earth, viſible and 
inviſible, whether they be Thrones or Domini- 
ons, or Principalities, or Powers ; all things 
were created by Flim, and for Him : Ard he 
is before all things, and by. Flim all. things 
conſiſt. 1t 1s not, neither could it be ſaid, 
that all things were renewed by the Son 
of God ; for the good. Angels had _ 
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unto the Son he ſaith, Thy Throne, O God, 
is 


| by his Works. 
need of it ; and the Devils were not, 
neither. were Men, ſave only a ſfele&t 
Number in part, but not wholly renew- 
ed ; for this cannot be until our Bodies 
are raiſed up from the Grave, and re. 
united unto our Souls. Nay, the whole 
Creation was never yet renewed, but is 
groaning under the bondage of Corrup- 
tion, and waiting to be delivered into 
the glorious Liberty of the Sons of God, 
Rom. 8. 19, &c. And therefore this 
Scripture as it muſt of neceſlity be taken 
In its literal Senſe, ſo fully aſſerts the 
eternal Power and Godhead of our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt, that. I know not how its Au- 
thority can be evaded : for if all things 
were created and are upheld. by him, 
and that becauſe ( as the Apoſtle gives 
the reaſon that he was before all things 
then he muſt be the eternal God, Co-cre- 
ator with the Father. 
Fourth Scripture is, Heb. 1. 10. And 
thou, Lord, in the Beginning haſt laid the 
Foundation of the Earth, and. the Heavens 
were the Works of thy Hands: The word 
[ 4nd ] connexes this Verſe with. the 


- Þreceding Words, and makes it relate to 


ver. 8. as if we ſhould read it thus, But 
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#5 for ever and ever. Ard (to the Son he 
faith) thou, Lord, in the beginning haſt laid 
the Foundation of the Earth, &c. And 
therefore he cannot be a Creature, but 
the Creator of all things. 


Sixthly, The Deity of Jeſus Chriſt is 
proved by that Divine Worſhip and Ado- 
ration given to him. None but God is 
to be worſhipped with Divine Worſhip ; 
| But the Son of God is to be worſhipped 
with Divine Worlhip ; therefore he is 
God, | | , 

Firſt, to prove the Major in atth. 4. 
Io. 1t is written, Thou ſhalt worſhip the 
Lord thy God, and him only ſhalt thou ſerve. 
And Rev. 19. 10. ch. 20. 8. In both which 
places, when John fell down to worſhip 
the Holy Angel, he was forbidden, ſaying, 
See thou do it not ; for I am-thy fellow-Ser- 
want : worſhip God. And Gal. 4. 8. Hows 
beit then when ye knew not God, ye did Ser- 
vice unto them which by nature are no Gods. 
And 1/a.'42.:8, 1 am the Lord, that is my 
Name ; | and tny Glory will '] ot give10 ano- 
ther, &c. Ard chap.48.11.For my own ſake, 
even for. my own ſake will I dv it, for how 
ſhould my Name be polluted? and 1 will n 
grue my Glory unte another. hs 
- | Now 
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Now from theſe Scriptures, there is an - 
Excluſion from Divine Worſhip of all 
that are not God by nature; and none is 
to be glorified, or worſhipped with the 
ſame Glory or Worſhip which belongs to 


God, but Himſelf only. 


Secondly, to prove the 4;mor ; That 
the Son of God is to be worſhipped with 
Divine Worſhip, fatrth. 14. 33. Then 
they that were in the Ship, came and wor-= 
ſhipped him, ſaying, Of a truth thou art the 
Son of God. Son ch. 2. 11. The wiſe Men 
worſhipped him : In chap. 8. 2. The Leper 
worſhipped bim: And inch. 28. 17. The 
Diſciples worſhipped him: and in many+ 
other places he was worſhipped, and he 
never forbad any. And therefore we 
have good reaſon to believe that it: was 
due unto' him -as- God : For when Corne- 
lixs fell down to worſhip Peter, he took 
him up and ſaid, Stand up, 1 my ſelf alſo 
am'a Man, And fo alſo in Rev. 19. 10, 
and ch. 20. 8. when fohn fell down to . 
worſhip the Holy Angel; he was forbidden 
ſaying, -See thou do ut not; for I am: thy fel- 
low-Servant, and of. thy Brethren '* worſhip 
God. Solikewiſe if Chriſt had not been 


— Godby nature, he would not have ſuffer- 


ed his Diſciples and others to have wor- 


ſhipped 
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ſhipped him, without rebuke for it.. But 
to procecd. : 
There are other Scriptures of greater. 
force, to prove that the Son of God is to 
be worſhipped with Divine Worſbip ; as 
Heb. 1. 6. And again, when he brizgeth the 
firſt-begatten into the World, he ſaith, And. 
let all the Angels of God worſhip him. And 
Rev. 5. 8, y. The four Beaſts, (or rather 
four living Creatures,) and four and twen- 
ty Elders. fell down before the Lamb (viz. 
Chriſt, Foby 1. 29.) having every one of 
ll * them Harps and golden Vials full of Qdours, 
which are the Prayers of Saints. And' they 
ſang a new *Song,. ſaying, Thou art. worthy 
zo take the Book, and to open the-Seals there- 
of : For thou waſt ſlain, and haſt redeemed us 
to God by thy Blood, &c. Ver. 13. And: 
every Creature which u in. Heaven, and on 
the Earth, and. under the Earth, and ſuch 
as are in the Sea, and. all that are in them. 
heard I ſaymg, Bleſſing and Honour, and 
Glory. and Power, be unto him that ſitteth up- 
on the Throne, and amo: the Lamb for ever 
audeuer. Ver. 14. And the four Beaſts 
. (or living Creatures)- ſaid, Amen, even ſo, 
Amen. Ch. 7: 9. After this I beheld, aud 
lo,. a great number which no Man could num- 
ber of all Nations, and Kinareds, and gs 
and. 
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and Tongues, ſtood before the Throne, and be- 
fore the Lamb, and cryed with a loud Voice, 
ſaying, Salvation to our God which ſitteth 
upon the Throne, and unto the Lamb. So 
that oyr Lord Jeſus Chriſt is counted 
worthy of the ſame Divine Worſhip by 
all Creatures in Heaven and Earth, as 
God the Father, and hath the ſame Power 
" well as Honour and Glory aſcribed to 
im. 

-- ThusI have proved both the Major and 
the Mznor ;, viz. that none but God-'is to 
be worſhipped with Divine Worſhip. . 

That the Son of God is to be worſhip- 
ped with Divine Worſhip,: and the Con- 
cluſion follows, therefore he is God. 

To what I have ſaid, by way of poſi- 
tive proof, touching the Deity of Chriſt, 


" I ſhall not further add, for there hath 


been given plentiful and ſufficient Evi- 
dences from the Word of God, that our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt has undeniable marks of 
the Divine Nature upon him3 ſo that his 
Deity cannot be denied without ſubvert- 
ing the Holy Scripture, which gives him 
the ſame Names, proves his Eternity, 
renders the ſame Worſhip, attributes the 


. fame Works, andaſſerts him the ſame as 
$ God the Father. And if we cannot know 


him 
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him as God by theſe Marks, by what can 
we know him then ? And if theſe be in- 
ſufficient, how ſhall we know God the 
Father ? For if the chiefeſt Marks of the 
Divine Nature that are found on our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt, be no proof of his exiſting 
in the ſame Nature; we may then queſti- 
on the Deity of God the Father, who is 
only known. and diſtinguiſhed from all 
Creatures by theſe and the like Attributes 
given to him, and Deſcriptions of him. 
So tliat I ſee no way to eſcape the power- 
ful convincing Teſtimonies of this Truth, 
if there be but a ſearching after it, unleſs 


we deny the Authority of the Holy Scrip- 


Lures. 


CHAP. V.- 


Wherein # proved the Deity of the Holy 
Ghoſt. oy” 


A S the Scriptures have given aclear 


Teſtimony to the Deity of our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt ; ſo alſo they will afford us 
ſufficient Evidence of the Deity of the 


Hely"Spiric, which-I intend to demon- 


ſtrate in this Chapter. And, 


Firſt, 
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Firſt, I ſhall prove that the Holy Spirit 
' 6 IO Perſon, and not a Quality in 
God, 

Firſt, Our Lord Jeſus Chriſt ſpeaks of 
the Holy Ghoſt as a Perſon, Fobr: 14. 16, 
17. And I will pray the Father, and he 

ſhall give you another Comforter, that he may 
abide ere you for ever : Even the Spirnt of 
Truth, whom the World cannot receive, be- 
cauſe it ſeeth him not, neither knoweth him : 
But ye know him, for he dwelleth with you, 
and ſhall be in you. Chap. 16. 8. And 
when he is come, he will reprove the World 
of Sin, Ver. 13. Howbeit = be the Spirit 
of Truth is come, he will guide you into all 
Truth : for he ſhall not ſpeak of himſelf, 

but whatſoever he” ſhall hear, that ſhall be 

ſpeak: and he will ſhew you things to come. 

In theſe Scriptures the words [Ze,. Him, 

and Himſelf] are uſed to the Holy Spirit, 
and theſe all do note-him to be a Perſon, 

and not a Quality. 

Secondly, He is called the Comforter, 

John 16. 7. which is a perſonal Name. 

Thirdly, He is put in the ſame rank 

with other Divine Perſons, as a Perſon, 


' Aatth. 28. 19. Baptizing them in the Name 


of the Father, and of the Son, and of the 
Holy 
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Holy Ghoſt, 1 John. 5. 7. For there are 
Three that bear Record in Heaven, The Fa- 
ther, the Word, and the Holy Ghoſt ;, and 
theſe three are one. Now from thele Texts 
of Scripture, I ſhall make theſe three Ob- 
ſervations. 

Firſt, That we may as well ſay, that 
the Father, and the Son are Qualities, as 
the Holy Spirit. And, 

Secondly, The baptizing in the Name 

of the Spirit, denotes him to be a Perſon, 
as well as the Name of the Father and the 
Son, by their Names are ſo denoted. 
- Thirdly, He cannot be a Quality ; for 
x the Word and the Holy Ghoſt be Qua- 
lities, and the Father only. a. Perſon ; or 
elſe the Father and Word Perſons, and 
only the Holy Ghoſt a: Quality, yet the 
threei can neither be one Perſon, nor one 
Quality. _ | 

Fonrthly, The Holy Ghoſt is a Perſon, 
and is ſo far from being a Quality in God, 
that he hath in himſelf the Quality of 
Knowing and Underſtanding : 1 Cor. 2. 
I1. Even ſo the things of God knoweth no 
Man, but the Spirit of God; and alſo of wil- 
ling, Fobn 16. 7, 8. 1 Cor, 12. 11. But 
all the ſe-worketh that one and the ſelf-ſame 
Spirit, drviding to every Man ſeverally as he 
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will, And therefore the Holy Spirit 
' having perſonal Qualities, is denoted to 
be a Perſon z and there 1s not the leaſt 
reaſon to believe but that the Holy Ghoſt 
is a Perſon, who is 10 generally treated 
of as a Perſon. > | 


Secondly, The Holy Spirit is God 
from the Teſtimony of four ſeveral 
Scriptures. | | | 

Firſt, is Hatth, 28,19. Go ye therefore, 
and teach all Nations, baptiz.ing them in the 
Name of the Father, and of the Son, and 
of the Holy Ghoſt. If the Holy Ghoſt 
were not God, why ſhould we be bap- 
tized into his Name, and aſcribe unto 
him a ſhare inthe Work of Man's Salva- 
tion ? But that as the Father was pleaſed 
to elect andordain the Son to lay our Ini- 
quities upon him, and accept us in him z 
and as the Son was willing (as 1t were) 
to diſrobe himſelf of the Glory he had 
before the World was, to bear the Wrath 
of God, that was due to us for our Sins, 
that we might be delivered from it ; and 
to reconcile him to us by the precious 
Blood of his Croſs : So the Holy Spirit 
changes our Hearts, and recongiles them 
to God, by infuling into us a new — 

| wit 
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with Holy Diſpoſitions and Power againſt 
Sin, which the good Angels could never 
do : for though they have great Power 
to communicate to our Spirits, and influ- 
ence our Souls with good things ; yet the | 
evil Angels having the ſame Power of 
Nature, and being firſt in Poſſeſſion, may 
keep our Souls in Bondage, till one that 
is ſtronger, caſts them out, Zuke 1 1. 22. 
1 Fohn 4. 4. And therefore the Holy Spi- | 
rit, having ſo great a hand in this glori- 
ous Work, may rightly receive a ſhare 
with other Divine Perſons of our Ac- | 
knowledgment of it, which demonſtrates 
that the Holy Ghoſt is God ; for other- 
wiſe we ſhould aſcribe that Work unto 
the Creature which is above the Power of 
its Nature, and is only poſlible for God 
himſelf. 

Second Scripture 1s 1 Cor. 3.16. Know 
ye not that ye are the Temple of God, and 
that the Spirit of God dwelleth in you? To 
have the Spirit of God dwelling in us, is 
to have our Bodies ' the Temple of the 
Holy Ghoſt, 1 Cor. 6,19. And the Tem- _ 
ple of the Holy Ghoſt is the ſame as the - | 
Temple of God ; and to ſay that the 

k. Temple of God is the Temple of a Crea- } 
+ ture, or to giye it the Name of a Crea- 
=P ture, 
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47 
ture, isa Diſhonour toit, as not ſanCtifi- 
ed unto God : And therefore the ſame 
Spirit or Holy Ghoſt thar dwelleth In us, 


1s God that dwelleth 1 In Us. 


Third Scripture is 1 John 5. 7. For 
there are three that bear Record in Heaven, 
the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghoſt, 
and theſe three are one. This Scripture is 
ſo clear an Evidence for the Truth I am 


* pleading for, that there have been ſome 


who would blot it out, denying its Au- 
thority to be equal with other Scriptures, 
which I fhall anſwer unto in its proper 
place.-- t 
But whereas it is ſaid, [and theſe three 
are one} it mult be underſtood that they 
are one in Eſlence; for in ver. 8. where 
the Eſſences differ,the manner of ſpeaking 
alſo differs, [4s agree in one] viz. in Teſti- 
mony 3 but inthe Text it is [are one? viz, 
in Eſſence, as the Father, the Son, and 
the Holy Ghoſt, are not only one in A- 
greement of their Teſtimony, as the 
Blood, the Water, and the Spirit are, 
but are one in Eſſence. And this DiſtinQi- 
on was made in- the two Verſes, that 
wemight not miſs of the Truth of God 
In them. 
. Fourth Scripture i Is, 2 Cor, 3+ 17 Now 
the 
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the Lord is that Spirit * and where the Spirit 
of the Lord is, there is Liberty. Ver. 18. We 
are changed into the ſame Image from Glory 
to Glory, even as by the Spirit of the Lord, 
or ( as it is in the Margent ) Of the Lord 
the Spirit, Now if the Holy Spirit were 
not of the ſame Divine Eſſence. it could 
not be ſaid, the Lord is that Spirit. 


Thirdly ; I. ſhall ſhew that the Holy 
Spirit is God by the Works of Creation 
that are aſcribed to him. 

Iſt, Job 33. 4. The Spirit of God hath 
made me, and the Breath of the Almighty 
bath given me Life. 

2dly. Job 26. 1 3. By bu Spirit he hath gar- 
iſhed the Heavens, his Hand hath formed 
the crooked Serpent. 

3dly. Pſalm 104. 30. Thou ſendeſt forth 
thy Spirit, they are Created, &c. 

q4thly. Gen. 1. 1. And the Spirit of God 
moved upon the face of the Waters: The 
Spirit did co-create with other Divine 
Perſons, or Subſiſtences in the Deity : 
And therefore it is ſaid, That in the begin- 
ing Gods (or the Almighties) created the 
Heavens and the Earth: Which Words, 
being incluſive of more than one Perſon, 
and the Spirit of Godbeing ſaid to move 

| upon 


upon the Face of the Waters; I think we 
may ſafely ſay, that the Holy Spirit did 
co-work with other Divine Perſons in the + 
work of Creation, and was one of thoſe 
Perſons of whom it's ſaid, Let ws make 
Han in our Image, after our Likeneſs, &C. 
So that from theſe Scriptures it ts clear, 
that the Holy Spirit did create ,. and 
therefore we cannot deny his Deity. 


Fourthly ; The Deity of the Holy Spi- 
rit is demonſtrated by what is aſcribed to 
him in the Conception of our Lord Jeſus, 
and by the Works that he accomp.iſhed, 
through the Power received from him. 

Firſt, Jeſus Chriſt was conceived by the 
Holy Ghoſt: Luke 1. 34, Then ſaid Mary 
unto the Angel, How ſhall this be, ſeeing 1 
know net a Max? Verſ. 35. And:the Angel 
anſwered, and ſaid unto her, The Holy Ghoſt 

all come upon thee, "and the Power of the 
Higheſt ſhall over-ſhadow' thee: Therefare 
aſe that Holy Thing which ſhall be born of 
thee, ſhall be called the Son of God. | And 
Matth. 1. 18. Mary was fouid with Child of 


. the Holy Ghoſt. 


From both theſe Scriptures it appears 
that ou Lord Jeſus was conceived by the 
Holy Ghoſt, the Power of the Higheſt, 
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which'is God: '- Not that any ſhould ima- 
Sine” from hence; 'that every particular 
attribute in God are ſo many Perfonsin | 
the Godhead, but eſſential Properties of | 
the Otie moſt high God; and, as ſach, 
cinhot \'be ſeparated from' him :* And 
therefore to' aſcribe the Conception of 
Chriſt to the immediate Power of Godzis / 
to attribute it unto God, for all his Artri- | 


| AWinted me 10. preach the Goſpel to'the poor, 
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proved by his Works. ' £51 
- 'Secondly ; Jeſus Chritt caſt out Devils 


. by the Spirit of: God, Mari 2. 28: But if 
. 'caſt out Devils by the Spirit of God, then 


the Kingdom of God is come unto you. 
Thirdly ; Our Lord Jeſus offered up 
himfelf anto* God: through: the Spirit. 


, Heb. 9.1 q How much.move ſhall the Blood 


of. Chriſt, who through the eternal Spirit of- 
fered himſelf without ſpot to God, purge: your 
Conſciences from dead Works to ſerve the li- 
ving God, | v 
Now if our Lord Jeſus Chriſt haye the 
ſame Nature in the Unity of 'Eflence with 
God the Father, why  fhould: he then at- 
tribute that Power, by which he caſt out 
Devils, and performed his Miniſterial Of- 
fice in preaching the Goſpel, and offering 


himſelf a Sacrifice to God for us, unto:the 


Spirit,-if -he' were but a Creature? ©. For 
thus:toisxalt-the Creature; would much 


eclipſe his own Power and Glorious Dei- 


Ty. And therefore I cannot think, that 


all thoſe glorious Things ſhould be attri- 
buted'to the Holy Spirit, "unleſs he werea - 
' Divitie Perſcn ſubliſting'in the Nature of 


' And foraſmuch as Godthath-ſaid, that 


He will not give his Glory 'to-another, there 


cannot be any Colour.of reaſon-to deny 
- D 2 the 
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the Deity. of the Holy Ghoſt, unleſs we 
deny the Deity of Jeſus Chriſt. And 
ſeeing that his Deity is ſo plainly proved, 
that none can deny it, if they open their 
Eyes to the Light of the Holy Scriptures ; 
and that the Deity of the Holy Ghoſt 
doth ſo naturally flow from igyy that none 
can rejeq the one without The-, other ; 


' there 1s ground from hence, as well as 


from the preceding Evidence of the Holy 
Spirit's Deity, to believe that he is a Di- 
vine Perſon in the ſame Nature and Eſ- 
ſence, together equal with God the Fa- 
ther, and the Son. 


Fifthly 3 The Deity of the Holy Ghoſt 
is proved by the Divine Worſhip that is 
giyen to him. 

As the Scriptures do demonſtrate the 
Holy Spirit to be a Divine Perſon ſub- 
fiſting in the Nature of God ; fo to wor= 
ſhip God adequately aright, we muſt in- 
clude the Holy Spirit : for whether we 
worſhip God indefinitely, yet as the one 
Nature and Spiritual Subſtance of God, 1s 


the Nature and Subſtance of each Perſon, 


we therein do worſhip each Perſon ; or 
whether we worſhip a Perſon by peculiar 


Attributions, proper to that Perſen 3 yet 
| as 
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by Divine Worſhip given him. 53 
as the one Nature and Subſtance of the 
Deity, is the Nature and Subſtance of 
that: Perſon, we therein do worſhip the 
Deity :- So that we can neither exclude 
any one Perſon in the worſhipping of the 
Deity, or the Deity in the wor{hipping 
of any one Divine Perſon, if we knolw 
what we worſhip. fohn 4. 22. ch. 8. 19. 
ED; 14-9 $, 9. - Bub, : 
1}. To prove that the Holy Ghoſt 1s 
to be worſhipped with Divine Worſhip, 
I ſhall cite Marth. 28. 19, Baptizing ther 
in the Name of the Father, and of the Son, 
and of the Holy Ghoſt. What is our being 
Baptized in the Name of the Holy Ghoſt, 
but our Acknowledgment of our Faith in 
him, and our yielding of due Obedience 
and Worſhip to him, as well as to the Fa- 
ther and the Son ? | 
2aly. The Holy Ghoſt is worſhipped 
with Divine: Worſhip. 11a. 6. 1, 2, 3, $, © 
9,10. compared with As 28. 25, 26; 
27. The Prophet ſaw the Lord fitting upon 
his Throne, high and lifted up, and his Train 
filled the Temple. Ver. 2. About it ſtood the 
Seraphims. Ver. 3. And one cryed unto ano- 
ther, and ſaid, Holy, Holy, Holy is the 
Lord of Hoſts, the whole Earth ss full of his 
Glory, And the Lord bad the Prophet, 
| D 3 .. 2 
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wer. 0, Go and tell this People, Hear ye. 
indeed, but underſtand not ; and ſee ye in- 
aced, "but perceive not.; Now the . ſame - 
Lord that ſpake to the Prophet; * and- was 
worſhipped by the Seraphims, is ſaid to 
be the Holy Ghoſt in As 28. and from 
thence 1t appears, - that the Holy Ghoſt 1s 
to be worſhipped with Divine — 
and therefore he 1 Is s God, 
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Whertin 3s promed: _ Unity Ft the | Hoh 
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"Oraſmnch as it is manifeſtly declared 
in the Holy Scriptures of Truth, that 
there 1s but one God, and that the F ather 
15 God, the Son is- God, and the Holy 
Ghoſt-is God, it muſt then: -confequents 
ly Follow, that theſe three are but one 

@) 

And firſt, this is farther ſhewed, and 
declared to us by our being Baptized. in 
the Nam of the. Fatber, and of the Son, 
and : of the Holz Ghoſt, Marth. 28.19, 
for 'as theſe three are ranked together as 
Divine Perſons, fo' there is no _— to 
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think that they ſhould differ in their Na+ 


ture, ſeeing we aſcribe the great work of 


Salvation to. all: of them:,, And ſurely, if 
Chriſt and the, Holy Spirit were inſtry- 


mental: iy our Salvation; only as Crea- 
tures under God the Father, they would 
not be ranked together with him as the 
efficient | Cauſe : For the Holy Angels, 


though they. are all Miniſtring Spirits 


ſent forth, to miniſter for them, who ſhall 
be: Heirs. of Salvation 5 yet are; we not 
required 1n any Church- Ordinance to 
acknowledg their Service in- honour to 
them, Heb. 1. 14.. 1 Cor, 11., 10. For 
though we are exhorted to ſuch a- Holy 
Behaviour, as that we might not prevent, 
or diſturb them | in their Miniſterial 
Work” and Office, yet the Glory of all 
is to be.given to. God alone, viz. to Fa- 
ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt : and the 
reaſon tp me is plain, becauſe the Angels 
are of a lower Nature- otherwiſe it were 
not irrational to believe, that if the An- 
gels. were equal in Nature to Chriſt and 
the Holy Spiric, though lower in Office, 
they ſhould have a ſhare proportionable 
in the Attributtons of ProteQion-and Sal- 
vation. Beſides, the Father, the Son, 
and the Holy Spirit are ranked together, 
D 4 | becauſe 
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becauſe theſe three only are Omniſcient 
and Omnipreſent : Do not / fill Heaven 
and Earth, ſaith the Lord ? not only the 
Father, but alſo the Son and the Holy 
Spirit. For they created all things, as 
hath been ſhewed, and therefore they 
know all things. He that teacheth Man 
Knowleag, ſhall not he know ? And, whither 
ſhall 1 go from thy Spirit, &c. Or, whither 
ſhall T flee from thy Preſence, &c. And 
Chriſt ſaith, Where two or three are ga- 
thered together in my Name, there am I in 
the midſt of them ;, And, Lo, Iam with you 
always, even unto the end of the World. 
Fer. 23.-24. Matth. 18, 20. chap. 28. 20. 
"Pſalm 139. 7 to 14. Pſalm 94. 10, 1t. 
Tf any fay, that- Chriſt means only, that 
his Doctrine ſhall continue among the 
Faithful that congregate in his Name; or, 
as Ephe/. 3. 17. To dwell in our Hearts by 
Faith, viz. 1n his Do&trine. It is anſwe- 
red, That not ſimply his Doctrine as it 
is'mixt with Faith, in its abſtra&t from 
Inward feeling, is here to be underſtood ; 
but ſome other preſence of Chriſt with 
His 'People; for he ſaith, John 14. 23. 
If a'Man love me, he will keep my Words, 
and my' Father will love him, and we will 
come unto him, and make our abode with him, 


Where 


Holy Trinity proved. oy 7 
Where note, that to ſich as have already 
received his Word by Faith in the love 
of it, and keep it, he hath promiſed a 
further Preſence : And what can it be, 
but the inward ſenſation or feeling of his 


Love? as ſometimes we have, Rem 5. 1 to 


6. tho at other times we have not, Fob 13. 
15.ch. 23.8 to 11. But they may further 
ſay, If this be the Preſence of Chriſt you - 
ſpeak of, it is not his perſonal Preſence, 
but by the Spirit, which is called the Spi- 
rit of Faith, that ſheddeth the Love-of 
God abroad in our Hearts. To this I re- 
ply, True, it is not the perſonal Preſence 
of Chriſt, either as God-Man, or of the 
Divine Perſon of the Son, but as in and 
through the Spirit ; which will prove. 
what is: denied by them, viz. Thar the 
Holy Spirit is God, yea, and the Son 
alſo. For the Office of the Spirit is uni- 


* verſal to all - Saints, throughout the 


World, at the fame inſtant time, which 
is beyond the power of any finite Crea- 
ture ;* indeed Satan deceives the World; 
but not by an infinite Prefence, at the 
ſame time in every place, but by a finite 
perſonal going to and fro, and walking 
up and down in it; ſeeking whom he may 


| devour, being aſliſted by his eyil —_ 
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For 1.7.1 Pet. 3.8. And! as the Holy 
Spirit. by his Office muſt be Omnipreſent 3 
So. alſo the Son as well as the Father is 
 Omniprefent, in .and through the Spirit 
with the Saints in all places, and in and 
with all:Perſons, Places and Things what- 
{oever'3 though::not by the fame Mini- 
ftrations or 'Operations; yet at the fame 
inſtant Seaſon :- and as the Father is Om- 
nipreſent in-and through the'Spirir;- ſo I 
ſee not the leaſt reaſon why we ſhould 
deny it to the .Son 3 but underſtand” his 

Preſence ini the ſame fenſe; ſeemg:' both 
are preſent in'the Unity of the ſame Spi- 
rit. For kyow ye not that ye are the Temple 
of God, and that the Spirit of God dwelleth in 
you? As God hath ſaid,1 will divell in them, 
and walk in them © Av.d he that is jrined to 
the Lord, # one Spirit with the Father, and 
the Son, for the Holy Ghoſt is called, The 
Spirit of our Father -= that ſpeaketh in us, 
and the Spirit of the Son, ſent forth into our 
Hearts; crying, Abba,Father : | And the Spi- 
iti which's 'upon- Chriſt ſhall not depart 
out 6f his Movith,* nor out ef the Mouth 
of his Seed —— rior of his Seed*'s Seed; 
from henceforth, and 'for ever : and if 
any Man have not the Spirit of Chriſt, he 
is none 6f his, and by com" 
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with the Holy Ghoſt 


th the Holy Ghoſt,' we have Fellowlliip 
with the Father; and his, Son ſeſts Chrilt, 
and-are'one in” them; 'and they will come 
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and make' their abode with-us; through 
that one Spirir, whereby we are joyned 


unto the Lord. r Cor. 3. 16. 2 Cor.-6,'16:; 
1 Cor. 6. 17. Mark 13, 11." Matth. 10. 


20. Gal. 4:6. Ifa. 59.21. 2 Cor.'13. 14. 


x John t. 3. John 17. 21. chap., T4. 23. 


And it 1s comfortable for us: to' believe, 
"rhat greater is he that is it us, 'than he 
'that is in the World, 1 ok: 4: 4.,Other- 
. wiſe what may the Soul fay when hets in 


trouble : © Surely, I fear,; that norwith- 
ſtanding the fulneſs of. the precious 'Pro- 
miſes, and the great Engagements of 
Chriſt to me, 'that, Chriſt atid' rhe* Holy 
Spirit are far from me, and; are buſied 
with 'other Saints, 'and* know nof*\'my 
Diftreſs ;* and therefore I'may. pertſh'be- 
fore they come to help me: | But bleifed 


be” God, ' that | Hath Taid: help” upoh” one 
'that is Mighty, P/al. $9, 19: who is able 


tb fave to theuttermoft all thit'correhn- 


'5God by hid, He, 7.5 the EngwRth 
- all our open and fectet Wants, Rev: 2:35. 
- *and' makes *Interceffion for. us :' .And'as 
far the Holy Spitit, our Bodjes -are the 
"Temple of the Holy 'Ghoft that Uelteth 


If 
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1N us, that abides with us for ever ; though 
his Operations may ſometimes ceaſe, when 
-he is: grieved by us; 1 Cor. 6. 19. Fohr 
14. 16. So that the Holy Ghoſt is not as 
one that cometh but now and then to viſit 
, our Souls, but. he makes his conſtant a- 
'bode in us, and ſo is always ready to 
mortify and fanCtify our vile Natures, and 
make «$a meet to have Fellowſhip with 
the Father, and with his Son Jeſus Chriſt, 


| Oe in Heaven' nor on Earth; nor under 


NO 
the 
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couched in this Chapter, and which 1 hope 


Holy Trinity proved, G1 
holden to Chriſt for their ſtanding, | 
I T1. 5.26. But bleſſed be God our Savi- 
our, for in him ſhall all the Seed of Iſrael 
be juf'ified, and ſhall glory, Tit. 2. 10. Iſa. 
45-25. To whom be Glory and Praiſe 
now and for evermore, Amen. 

So then if we aſcribe and acknowledg 
the Work of Mans Salvation to the Fa- 
ther, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, 
which are ranked together, as the effici- 
ent Cauſe, and therefore receive the Glo- 


ry of it : and ſeeing both the Father and 


the Son dwells in us, in and through the 
Holy Spirit, whoſe Office in his Omnipre- 
ſence beſpeaks his unlimited and infinite 
Nature ; I cannot conceive but that the 
great Unity of theſe three Subſiſtencies 
ſhould be in Eſſence. 

- Secondly ; The Unity of the Holy Tri- 


' nity is manifeſt from ſa. 6. 23. where 


the Seraphims cried one unto another and 
faid, Holy, Holy, Holy ws the Lord of 
Hofts ; agreeable to Rev. 4.8. Now here 
are three Hollies, viz. Holy Father, Ho- 
ly Son, and Holy Ghoſt : and though 1 
do not lay the ſtreſs of the proof on the 
bare repetition - of the word Holy ; yet 
doubtleſs it ecchoes to the Truth that is 


$0 
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ta demorniſtrate by the helpof other places 


referring to-it. + 'And inf order thereanto 
I-ſhall note-who \the' Prophet ſaw upon 


his Throne, bigh -and- lifred up, -whoſe - 


Train filled the "Temple : And this was 
Fehovah -(an tneommunicable Name of 
God, *Pfal. 83: 19.) the Lord of Hoſts, 
who filleth the whole Earth with his Glo- 
ry, batthis was not only the Father, but 
alfo the'Son and the Holy Ghoft. | 


1ſt, That it was the Father, needs no 


proof, becauſe it is not denied, {but 'con- 
fefled by our Adverſaries in oppoſi tion to 
the other two Divine Perſons. 

2dly, T hat this Viſion is applied to 
the Son, we have the Words of * the 
Apoftle for it, Fehr 1 2.-41. who ſpeaking 
of Chriſt from verſe 37 to 4o: and citing 
the Prophet 1/aiab's Meſſare, when he 
" ſaw this. Viſton, faith, Theſt things ſaid 1- 
 ſaias, when he ſaw his Glory, and ſpake of 
"bir, vis. of-Chrilt, whom Fohn was 
Tpeaking of. \- i 
-: gdly;-T his gti alto ' applt 
to the Holy 5 9eripte real +1, > ppb As 
Hdth been: ſaid already; atfd will be de- 
ended th'its proper place: *So'thar if we 
2will credit the: Holy Apoftles, whq were 
*doabrlch the belt Expounders '#nd' Xppti- 
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ers of dark Prophecies ; and have unfold-_ 
ed the Myſtery of the Holy Trinity which - 
lay hid in the Words, Holy, Holy, Holy, 
and couched in the Plurality of Perſons, 
bintedto us.in theſe Words, Who ſhall go 


for w? ver. 8. Then ſurely we muſt ac- 


knowledg that ſeeing the Prophets Fe- 


hovah,” and the Apoſtles So» and Holy 


Spirit, are one and the ſame; that thefe 
two are Divine Subſiſtencies as well as the- 
Father, ſubſiſting in the ſupream Nature 
OS... TY 
Thirdly, If we couple together John 
IO, 30. and 2 Cor. 3.17. 1 and my Father 
are one, —T he Lord t that Spirit ; we may 
fee that the Father, the Son, and the Ho- 
ty Spirit; are but one God. tt 
- Foutthly, John gives ſo clear a Tefti- 
mony to the Unity of the Holy Trinity, 
that I know. not how it can be demed, 
1 Fohn'5. 7. For there are three that bear 
Record in Heaven, the Father, the Word, 
and the Holy Ghoſt, and theſe three are one 
in Eſfence, as was ſhewed before.” - 


s © 7 » 
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64 QF rhe Eſſential Being of God. 


2 > H A P. VII. 


Contasneth ſame Explications of the Holy 
Trinity. 


'F F” » Of the eſſential Being of God. 
|S, God is one ſingle,infinite,eternal,im- 
| menſe, perfect, ſpiritual Being, no Com- 

pound, for Compounds mult be either fi- *' 
nite or infinite ; not of Finites, for Finites | 
are imperfect, temporal and menſurable, 
and ſo cannot make one infinite perfect 
Being ; not of Infinites, for more than 
one infinite Being cannot ſubſiſt, for one 
infinite Immenſity cannot admit of ano- 
ther infinite Immenfity, nor is infinite 
PerfeC&tion excluſive, but comprehenſi ve 
of all PerfeCtion. 

Hence it is that we muſt not imagine 
God to have any ſhape, becauſe an Infi- * 
nite Being cannot be any ways limited 

4 or ſubſcribed., Dewt.- 4. 12, 15. Fohn 4. 
24, Dent. 33. 27. Pſal. 147.5. Pſal. go. 2. 


Il Secondly, Of a Divine Perſon. 
"ws Mr.. Chynel in his Divine Trinunity, 

Page 96. deſcribe a Divine Perſon. & A 
6 Divine 


Of Divine Perſons. 65 
« Divine Perſon isa ſpiritual and infinite 
« Subſiſtent, related indeed-to theſe o=- 
« ther uncreated Perſons,which ſubſiſt in 
© the ſame Divine Nature with it, but 
« diſtinguiſhed from thoſe co-eſſential 
* Perſons, by its peculiar manner of Sub- 
& ſiſtence, Order of ſubſiſting, ſingular 
2 Relation and incommunicable Proper- 
.C ty- 


Thirdly, Of the Divine Perſon of the 
Father. 

The Divine Perſon of the Father is 
unbegotten, and ſubſiſts of himſelf in the 
' Divine Eſſence, - and hath the Divine Na- 
| ture of none. | 


a0” 4" _ "5 
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' Fourthly, Of theDivine Perſon of the 
/ Son. 
/ The Divine Perſon of the Son 1s natv- 
{ rally and neceſſarily begotten of the Fa- 
! ther, by eternal Generation, for he is E- 
ternal, as hath been ſhewed, and isof the 
4 Father, John 5. 26, by eternal Genera- 
tion, and he ſubſiſts in the unbegatten 
* Nature of God ; for the Father did not 
/ beget the Divine Nature of the Son, but 


| the Son is begotten in the Divine Nature. 


Fiftbly, 
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65 Of Divine Perſons. 


Fifrhly, Of the Divine Perſon of the | 
: _The Diving Perſon of. the Spirit hath 
his Subſiſtence; naturally and neceſlarily | 
both from the Father afhd the Son, by : 
eternal Spiration or Emanation, Job 334+ } 
and therefore the Holy Ghoſt is called the 
Spirit of Chriſt, who breathed on his: Di 
ſciples, and bid them receive the Holy 
Ghoſt, to ſhew:-that the Spirit was breath- 
ed forth by him as well as from the Fa- 
ther, Fob 20. 22. Fokn 15, 36, 1 Pet. 1. 
IT, 2; Pet; 1. 21. not from the Father 
alone, otithe Son alone, for then, he. 
might be ſaid to be the Son of the Father, } 
or of the Son, but by the Father and the | 
Son,. and not being ſeparated or divided | 
from either, he ſubſiſts in the ſame Na- 
ture; -and is co*efſential with them both. 


- . Srxthly, Of the Unity of the Holy Tri- 
nity. 
 Fhe Divine: Nature is common to. all |/ 
three Subfiſtencies, and the whole Divine 
Nature is: the Subſtance of every Perſon 
which diſtinctly ſubſiſts init; and all its 
eſſential Properties pertain unto each of" 
them, .and the Divine Nature, becauſe it } 
Is 


| 


| 


lative as well as abſolute Perfections. 


| the Divine Nature/and the Perſons. 


I ſhall cite Mr. Chynel in his Divine 


Trinunity ; Page 105, &c. 


* Firſt, The Father, Son, and Holy 
«& Ghoſt, do all three realy, poſitrwely, 
« truly, ſubſiſt in the Divine Eſſence ; and 
&« yet theſe three Subſiſtencies, and the 
*- Divine Eſſence, do not make foxr, no 
* nor two things really diſtinft ;, even as 
*<.Entity, Truth, Goodneſs, and Unity» 
5- do not make four things really diſtincty 


2 | $5©.ag yowheard but now;; but are one real 


* thing, and nomore. © _ | 
Secondly, Ens is not compounded of 
& Entity, and its - three Afﬀections 3. nor 
& is God compounded of the Godhead, 
* -and three Subſliftencies 3 nor 15s any one 


« Perſon compounded of the Divine Na- 
«© ture and Subſiltence, 
-:..* Thirdly, As Trath is not Goodneſs, 
* nor Goodneſs Truth, nor either of 
* them Unity, and yet all three are En- 
* tity': 'Socthe Father is not the Son, nor 
<-;3 the Son the Father, nor is either: of 
** them the Holy Ghoſt, and yet all three 
* are 
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is infinite in Perfection, it contains all-re- 
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68 Diſtinttions between the 
© are God ; for they are all three but one | 
& God, ſubſiſting with all abſolute and rela- 
«& tive Perfettion, as hath been ſhewed. 

© Fourthly, Every one of the three 
« Afﬀections of Ens; doth connote Enti- 
& ty: every one of the three Subſiſten- 
& cies doth connote the Godhead, the 
© Divine Nature, as hath been proved at 
* Tarns: | 

& Fifthly, Not any one of the three 
« Aﬀections 'of Erns, doth, nor do all 
&« three together, ſuperadd a new Enti- 
© ty ; not any one of the three Subſiiten- 
* cies doth, nor do all three together 
« ſuperadd a new Deity, a new Divine 
© Nature, or Godhead : for Ens is one 3 
«© Ens eff trinum, non triplex, trimum & 
& unum,. Ens trin-unum, Deus eſt trinns, 
«& 707 triplex, trinus & unui, Deus trin- 
* an; this inſtance doth in ſome Mea- 


© © ſure reſemble the Myſtery of the Trin- 


* unity. ; 

* Sixthly, No Aﬀection of Es can be 
<* really ſeparated from Ens, nor can one 
& of the Divine Perſons be ſeparated 
« from the Divine Nature, or the Di- 
* vine Nature from any one of the Di- 


< vine 'Perſons, or any one of the Per- 


* ſons from either of* the other two. 
(4 Sem 
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«© Seventhly, All the Aﬀettions of . Exs 

« are diſtinguiſhed, but none divided : 

<* all the three Subliſtencies are dſtingurſh- 
<« ed, but they cannot be divided. 

« Eighthly, Truth and. Goodneſs, 

« which are two of the AﬀecCtions of Exs, 

« are diſtinguiſhed by their peculiar and 

« ftyeral Relationsz Truth hath Rela- 


« tion to the Underſtanding, and Good- 


« neſs to the Will : The Father, Son, 
©< and Holy Ghoſt are knowr to be diſtin- 
< guiſhed by their ſeveral and peculiar 
« Relations; and if it be not unreaſona- 


© bleto ſay, that there is in Entity three 


« Aﬀettions, and two Relations in 
« Ernte ſimpliſimo, without any Compo- 
< ſition in, or Multiplication of the 
« Entity, why ſhould it ſeem unreaſona- 
&« ble, or at leaſt why ſhould it. ſeem in- 
& credible, that there are three Subſiſten- 
& cies, and ſeveral Relations im the God- 
& bead without any Compoſition in, or Mul- 


| ©. replication of the Godhead? 


«© Ninthly, One AﬀeCtion, nay all the 
« Aﬀections n abffrafto, do but inade- 
& quately repreſent Ens, unleſs you take 
«< notice of the Entity it ſelf, as well as 


| © the three AﬀeCtions. One ſingle Sub- 


« ſiſtence, nay. all three Subſiſtencies 
| - & abſtratto, 


— 
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< neſſes who are one'God. ' And therefore 
<t the acure Socintans, with their preciſe 
& 'Abſtracions; *Uo but: ſopgeſt an inade- 


< God, whom" we worthip, doth. not 
<< {ſubſiſt ozly.in the Perſon of the Father. | 
© We worſhip Goa, ſubfiſting with all' abſo- | 


50 ys  Difinitions between the JS 
(« aþftratto, do' but "inadequately-fepre- 


« 'ſent God; © utileſs -you'ttake notice of \ 


&the Godhead in which they TubGſt ; 
< and therefore this preciſtve Abſtr ation of 
«+ he Subfiſfencies from' the Divine Nature, 


% 
» 


& 7 but an adequate Conceit'of God, as | 


&« hath .been fdemonſtrated above in this 
« yery Chapter ; for we muſt not dream 
« of a Trinity of Modes, but affert and-be- 
<« lieye the glorious and co-efſential Trini- 
& ty,” The Father is truly: God, that 
& God, who is the only'true God; but 
& the Father alone ' doth not adeqi ately re- 
& profent God toms, a hes deforibed in the 
& Holy Scriptures, +40 

<.Tt is true that the Divine Eſſence is 
© by the Snbſiſtence of the Father; ade- 
E 'quately tht Father; but as God is repre- 
<«' ſeated by that Divine Subſiltence. ozly, 
«he is not Deus Trinume, he is not'the 
« Father, Son, and_'Holy Ghoſt ; 'The 
<« Father alone, ts..not all theſe three Wit- 


& ate Conceit of God': That only true 


| 


&« lute 
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" lute and relative Perfeftion: in' Father, 
© Son, and Holy Ghoſt ;'' for theſe three 
** are that one God, whois the only true 
God. bleſſed for ever. . This 4s the ade- 
'* quate Repreſentation of God in the Screp. 
tares of Truth, - And we'arereſolved 
to regulate all our Metaphyſical Noti- 
ons by - the - Holy Scriptures, that' we 
may make'the higheſt: of Sciences to 
acknowledg the Supremacy of that Di- 
*:iyinEScience which is nowhere to be 
"learnt bit'in the Word of God for 
the pureſt Reaſon muſt beefevated: by 
the: Word and Spirit of God, 'for the 
< diſcovery'of this Myſtery. ©. © i 


- 
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© repreſent. the-manner -of - that Being, 


* -which £Lr hath as jt is tranſcendently 
* conſidered; and the three DivineiSub- 
<< fſtencies do repreſent tht manner of 
*© Beinyz which God hath as he is moſt 
« tranſcendently conſidered, namely as 


< ſubliſting; afterthemoſt glorious Man- 
<<. er, With all abſolute andrelativePer- 
O_o» 0 on 
...,** It is the manner of a tranſcehdent 
<© Entity to be one, and'true; and: good, 
«© ant jr vs the miner of God's Being, to be 
gt God in three Snbſiſtencies; theſe three 
- are 


» 
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72 © Diftiniious between the 
<« are one ſingle God, there is no Com- | 
_ © polition, or Multiplication imaginable, | 
« 1n this ſingle and infinite Being. | 

When I read this Similitude, and con- 

ceived the Light it gave into this Myſtery, 
I thought it worth my time to convey it un- 
to others out of this learned Author ; 
and I doubt not, but (if well confidered) 
theſe rare Diſtinttions of the Divine Na- 
ture, and the Perſons, will be profitable. 
For as the Author ſaith, © When'Divine |: 
<« Revelation hath gone before, and we | 
' 
| 


—— 


©© have built upon that as the Ground- 
« work and Foundation, by a ſerious 
_ < Faith, theſe Metaphyſical Notions may 
&« be fſubſervient helps in a ſubordinate 
© way. Andif there might be ſo great | 
& Simplicity or Singleneſs in a created | 
« and finite Entity , - notwithſtanding 
<« there are three Afﬀettions, and two 
<. Relations which do affect that Entity ; 
« it ſeemeth to me ſomewhat eaſy to be- 


< lieve that there are three Subſiſtencies in 

& one infinite Godhead, without any Compo- 

&« ſition in, or Multiplication of the ſingle 

4 & Ca. - ©. -- 3: 

'þ Eftwick in his Confutation of Bidale's 
F Confeſſion of Faith, Pag. 17. doth give | 
| ( among other Reſemblances of the Dei- 

| | ty) 
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ty) an inſtance of the Soul and its Fa- 
culries, ſaying, ** If they are ( as Scotr 
« and his Fcllowers, Zanchini and Scali- 
*© ger, and others do maintain ). - one 
** thing, for then there is not a real Com- 
*© Polition betwixt the Soul and the Fa- 
«< cultivot it. - 

** Memory in the Soul is the beginning 
«© of the Knowledg begotten in it, and 
«© ſoit repreſents the Father. By Intel- 
© ligence is repreſented the Son, becauſe 
«© he 1s as Knowledg begotten of his 
* Father. By Memory, and the Will, is 
< repreſented the Holy Ghoſt. (This is 
ſome over-ſight in the Author, or Er- 
ror in the Printer : for it- ſhould: be 
thus,) © Of Memory and Intelligence 
© proceeds the Will, which repreſents 
«© the Holy Spirit, (and fo it agrees with 
what follows;) ©* becaule he is alonepro- 
«© duced of the Father and the Son ; theſe 
« are diſtinct, yet one in Eſſence. Ax- 
&« guſt. lib. 15. de Trinitate, Cap. 20. Rad. 
© Pap. 2. Conroy. 13. At. 2. -Fhis 
« Compariſon ( faith he) I confeſs is 
« too ſhort, for neither are the Facul- 
<< tjcs of the Soul Perſons, nor doth there 
« appear in them ſuch a ſtrange and 
« wonderful manner of Production, as in 
E whe. 


£ 


74 The Unityof Chriſt's two 
*© the glorious Perſons of the Bleſſed 
** Trinity : This doth our Faith with 
** Admiration apprehend, which our- 
*© Knowledg cannot attain unto. 

© To conclude (ſaith he) the Pre- 
*© miſſes ſhew that this.great Myſtery is 
{© not againſt Reaſon,”though it be above 
< Reaſon, &c. . 


Eighthly ; Of the Union of the Na- 
ture of God, and of Man, in one Per- 
{on. 

Of this I ſhall cite Effwick in his 
Confutation of Biddle's Confeſſion of 
Faith, pag. 115. © Suppoſe: an Apple- 
*© Tree-grow up, .into which the Branch 
«© of another Tree is ingrafted, which 
© makes not the Tree to be of a com- 
« pound or middle Nature, but cauſing 
« the Branch, which being ſet into the 
© Ground, might have proved an intire 
& Tree of it ſelf, to pertain to the Uni- 
« ty of the Tree into which it is im- 
& planted, and yet retains its own Na- 
&« ture, and bears its own Fruit ; and as 
&« you may truly ſay, this Harvy-Tree 
& is-a Pippin-Tree, and this Pippin- 
<<. Tree is a Harvy-Tree; and conſe- 
& quently this Harvy-Tree beareth Pip- 

a Pins, 
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pins, and this Pippin-Tree brings 
forth Harvies. So may we ſay of the 


, Perſon of Chriſt, conſiſting of the Na- 


© tures of God and Man: The Son of 
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God, who was a compleat and per- 
fect Perſon, hath added to it the hu- 
mane Nature in the Unity of the,ſame 
Perſon + as the Divine Nature of 
our Saviour, notwithſtanding the. Per- 
ſonal Union, is not capable of any hu- 
mane Imperfections, no morels the hu- 
mane Nature ( in that reſpect a finite 
Crgature ) capable of any Divine and 
infinite Perfection ; the weakneſs and 
infirmity of Man was not ſwallowed up 
in the Majeſty of God, nor was God's 
Majeſty in the leaſt diminiſhed really 
by the Aſſumptionof Man. ThelUnion 
of the Word, in regard of the Perſons 
ſubliſtence, gracioully beſtowed-on the 
humane Nature,is not finite, nor the hue 
mane Nature infinite : and:as the fore 
named Tree is but one, and yet has two 
different Natures in it, and beareth 
two kinds of Fruits; ſo the Holy Son of 
God 1s but one Perſon, and yet hath 
two.different Natures, and by them 


performeth the diſtin Operations 


pertaining to either of them. | 
E 2 PART. 


DE SEED I 


( 76 ) 


PART. II 


"—— 


I} herein the Proof of the Holy 
Trinunity, in the former part of 
this Treatiſe, is defended againſt 
the chiefeſt Objeftions and Ar- 
guments of the Adver aries, 


HERE are many Objections 

. made, and of divers kinds, a- 

gainſt this Doctrine; ſome a- 

gainſt its Scriptural Proofs ; and others 

inferred from divers Texts of Scripture, 

beſides thoſe which are offered againſt it 

as inconſiſtent to Reaſen. To which I 
ſhall make replies in order. . 


—— 


Pn 


CHAP. -| 


(77) 


CHAT. 4 


In which I ſhall anſwer thoſe Objeftions 1 
find again't the Seriptural Proofs of the 


Deity of Teſus Chriſt, 


IRST Objechon unto Ger. I. 26. and 

to other Places alſo, which are cited 

to prove a Plurality of Divine Perſons in 
the Godhead : We might by the ſame 
kind of arguing conclude, that becauſe 
Chriſt in Hark q.. 30. ſaith, Whereunto ſhall 
we liken the Kingdom of God? or with what 
compariſon ſhall we compare it ? and John 3. 
I 1. Yerily, verily, T ſay unto thee, We ſpeak, 
that we do know, and teſtify that we have 
ſeen,and ye receive not our Witneſs : There- 
fore there are ſeveral Perſons in Chrilt. 
And .alio in Parl, 2 Cor. 10. 1,2. The 
utmoſt that can be concluded from this 
paſlage in- Gereſts, is, That there was 
ſome other Perſon with God whom he 
employed in the Creation, * which Perſon 
had been before mentioned by Moſes, Ver. 
2. Witi: Pſal. 104.30. Fob 26. 13.cb. 32. 
4. Theſe Scriptures do plainly intimate! 
that the Spirit was but the Inſtrument of 
«2 God 
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i | 78 Objetions to a Plurality of 


» 


God in creating Things, it was he only 
( which he ſaith ts an Angel :) For had the 
Son of God, Chriſt Jeſus, been alſo im- 
ployed in creating of Adam, would he 
not have been likewiſe mentioned in the 
Hiſtory of the Creation ? 

Anſwer. Firſt, It doth not from hence 
follow, that becauſe Chriſt and Paul ſpeak 
of themſelves, and others with them in 
the plural Number, that there 1s the ſame 
Reaſon to conclude, that there are ſeve- _ 
ral Perſons in. Chriſt, and in Paul, as 
there 1s for a Plurality of Perſons in the 
Godhead ; for thoſe Texts do only ſhew a 
Plurality of Perſons, not in Chriſt nor in 
Paul, but of Perſonalities abſtracted 
from their Nature : for no created Per- 
ſons as ſuch, do ſubſfiſt in their common 
Nature. Chriit was a humane Subſtance 
abſtrafted from the humane Nature, in 
Conjunction with the Divine Perſon of 
the Son, and' ſo he became the one Per- 
{on of Chriſt, and might ſpeak of him- 
ſelf and others, as Equals of the Hu- 
mane Nature; not taking notice of the 
difterent Subſiſtence of their Nature. 

Secondly, This doth not oppoſe a Plu- 
zality of Divine Perſons in the Deity, but 
rather confirm it, for it being confeſſed 
that 
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_ that Gez. 1. 26, &c, doth ſignify a Plura- 


lity of Perſons, 1t mult alſo be of Equals 
of the ſme Nature. | 
Thirdly, The Omiilion of the ſecond 
Perſon (the Scn of God) by Name, Is 
ney Excluſion of him from co-operating 
with the Father and the Holy Spirit ia - 
the Creation of the Word ; becauſe O- 
miſſion 1s not always an Exclaſion : if it 
were, then God the Father would be ex- 
cluded, when only Chriſt or the Ho'y 
Spirit is mentioned, as Job. 33. 4. and 
Coloſ. 1. 16. and in the -Text, 'where the 
Father tis as well omitted by Name as the 
Son ; and the Holy Spirit is only named, 


becauſe he is the great Agent which pro- 


ceedeth from the Father and the Son, 1in 
whom they work ; ſo that whenit is ſaid; 
In the beginaing God (a common Name 
to all three Subſiſtencies) or Almighttes 
(which includes al} three Perſons) cre- 
ated, we mult not limit it only to the Fa- 
ther, Son, or Spirit, but underſtand it of 
all three Subfiſtencies. And in ver.2. where 
the Perſon of the Spirit is mentioned, we 
muſt include the other two Divine Sub- 
fiſtencies} working in and by him. So 
that notwithſtanding theſe Exeeptions a- 
gainſt thoſe Scriptures that are brought 

E 4 to 


4 . rout: 


80 Objetions to the 
ro prove a Plarality of Divine Perſons in 
the Deity, yet they abide as ſufhcient 
Teſtimonies thereof. And as for his 
aſterting the Holy Spirit to be an Ang<1, 
we have but his Word for it, which needs 
no farther Anſwer. - 


Second Objetion. The Appellations of 
Chriſt are no Proof of his Deity, becauſe 
other Perſons and Things have the ſame 
Names aſcribed to them. 

1/t. Perſons; Exod, 4. 16. chap. 7. I. 
Jer. 33. 16. | 

2aly. Thingsz Gen. 22. 14, Exod. 17. 
15. Judg. 6. 24. Ezeh, 4.8. 35. 

Anſwer. Firlt to Exod. 7. i. with chap. 
4+ 16, we ſay, That there 1s not the 
ſame Reaſon toprove the Deity of doſes, 
as there is of Chriſt, from thoſe peculiar 
ard incommunicable Names of Ged that 
are given to him. 1/f. Becauſe that /7- 
ſes is not abſolutely called by this Name, 
as Chriſt is in ſome of theaforeſaid Ylaces, 
and in T/a. $. 13. Zech. 12. 1, 10. chap. 
I4. 3, 4. but it's only ſaid to him, I have 
made thee a God to Pharaoh, that 1s, ./Hs- 
ſes was inſpired with Wiſdem, and re- 
ceived Commiſſion from God, to do 


Wonders in the Sight of Pharaoh ard all 
| | hls 


Names of Chriſt anſwered. 8Qr 
his People, in his ſtead : The Lord not 
working fo immediately from himſelf, as 
be did by the Hand of Moſes ; like as Mo- 
ſes was inllead of God to Afron his Bro- 
ther, to put Words iato his Month, chap. 
4. 15, 16. which place doth much Open 
and confirm this Expoſition. 

2dly. To Fer. 33. 16, And this ws the 
Name wherewith ſhe > al be called, The 
Lerd our Righteouſneſs. Mr. Eftwick in 
his Anſwer to Bidale's Catechiſm, page 
422. gives us this account of the Words: 

" The word Name is notinthe Origiral z 
*© and to hint this to the Reader, ir is 
*© printed in leſſer Letters than the reſt, 
*© which is the ſacred Text ; nor 1s there 
- any Pronoun in the Hebrew which fig- 
- nifies [ſpe]; noris there any Neceſlity 
** to read the word in the paſſive Signii- 
*© cation, to tranſlate it thus, She ſhall be 
** called; but in the Holy Tongue it is 
«© word for word, as Arim Ment ans doth. 
« turn it; And be that ſhall call her, ts 
« the Lord our Righteouſneſs: And then 
© the Name is given to Chriſt ; And 
*© this is.confirmed by the Dutch T ranfla- 
« tion, after the ſame ſenſe. Ard it 1s 
moſt 1:kely to be rhe true Interpretation. 
af it; for as the aforeſaid Author faith, 
If. who 
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who can ſay of the Church, She is-the 
Lord our Righteouſneſs ? | 


3dly, To Gen. 22. 14. And Abraham 
calted the Name of that Place Fehovah-jirch © 


that is, the Lord will ſee or provide « 


This place was called ſoin reſpect to God 
(who had there provided a Ram for a 
Burnt-offtring inſtead of Iſaac) as a Me- 
mortal of what he had done there. 

4thly. To Exod. 17. 15. And Moſes 
built an Altar, and called the Name of it 
Fehova-Niſſi, that is, the Lord my Ban- 
ner ; which was in remembrance of God's 


- appearing for his People againſt the Ama- 


lebites. 

othly. To FJudg. 6. 24. Then Gideon 
built an Altar there unto the Lord, and: 
called. it Jehovah-Shalom : The Lord ſend 


Peace as a Token of the Promiſe of Peace, 


which God had made in ver. 23. 
 6thly. To Exch. 48. 35. And the Name 


of the City fromthat Day ſhall be, The Lord 


#5 there : Which Scripture, as well as thoſe 
foregoing, relates to the Preſence and 
Appearance of God in ſome extraordina- 
ry manner in thoſe places ; and therefore 
as the Name Jehovah hath no proper Re- 
Jlation to them, ſo it hinders not the 
Proof of Chriſt's Deity, by thoſe ſeveral 
Incom- 


= Names.of "Chrift anſwered. 8 ” J 
incommunicable Names of God, that are 
poſitively given to him as proper-Names. _ 


Objefion. To thoſe Scripturcs that are 
brought to prove the Deity of the Son of 
God, being ſuch as relate to God: in the 
Old Teſtament, and are applied to Jeſus 
Chriſt in the New. 

What things are ſpoken of God under 
the Law, may for another reaſon be 
ſpoken of Chriſt under the Goſpel, name- 
ly for the great and intimate EonjunCtion. 
between God and Chriſt, in reſpect of 
Dominion, Power and Office, that Chriſt: 
hath obtained by the Donation of God. 
Now 1f the Scriptures deliver the very 
ſame things of Moſes, Exod. 32.7. As. 
7- 35. and of others that are elſewhere 
written of God himſelf, when as neither 
Moſes nor thoſe others had ſo great Con-. 
janction with God, as intervened be-. 
tween him and Chriſt, much more de- 
ſervedly may thoſe things which are Pri-. . 
marily ſpoken of Gad, be accommodated. 
to Chriit, by reaſon of that moſt ſingular 
and ſtrict Conjunction that is between 
them. 

Anſw. Firſt, It's true, that that which is.” 
primarily ſpoken of God, to have _ 


” 
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up 1/rael out of Egypt, or to b> their De- 
liverer, is alfo ſpoken of As, and of 
the Angel, Atts 7. 35. the ſame cid God 
{ſend to be a Ruler and a Deliverecr by 
the Hands of the Angel which appeared 
to him in the Buſh. Yet how remote this 
15 to the caſe in hand, let the Reader judg,; 
for Moſes we fee plzinly by the Text, is 
put as the third cauſe of I1/raePs Deiive- 
rance out of Egypt, as only an Inſtrument 
In the Hand of God through the Miniſtry 
of the Angel. And this agrees wi:h the 
Old Teſtament, Exod. 33. 1, 2. And the 
Lord ſaid unto Moſes, Depart and go up 
hence, tho! and the Pedple that thou haſt 
brought up ozt of the Land of Egypt ——- 
And I will ſend an Angel before thee, And 
Pſal. 77. 20. Thou leddeſt thy People like a 
Flock by the Hand of Moſes and Aaron. ' 
But the Caſ2 1s far different with reſpect 
tothe Son of God:; for, as in the Old 
Teſtament it 1s abſolutely ſpoken of God, 
fo in the New It 1s poſitively applied to 
Tefus Chriſt, without ſuch Reſtrictions as 
It is to Hoſes, &c., ' And though Chriſt 
hath Precheminence of Dominion and Pow- 
er, &c, above others, by Donation ; yet 
_ Teſpetting only the Giit of God to him, 
there is no reaſon that thoſe things that 

are 
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are abſolutely ſpoken of God in the Old 
Teſtament ſhould be ſo poſitively ſpoken 
of Chriſt in the New, unleſs Regard 
were had to his Divine Eſſence. 

Secondly, Foraſmnch as thoſe thinzs 
that are primarily ſpoken of God in the 
Old Teſtament, are referred to Chriſt in 
the New, as the proper Subject to whom 
they belong ; it is a ptatn Demonſtration 
of Chrii{Ps Divine Ellerce ; for otherwiſe 
they could not be equally | applied to each 
of them. 

Third'y, If Chriſt's Supremacy in Do- 
minion and Power were only by Gift of 
Deputation from God, he {1uld not bear 
the ſupream Glory cqual with him : for 


' aSit cannot conhft with common Right, 


ſo God will not part with his own Glory 
to inveſt a Creature with it equally with 
himſelf, 1fa. 42. 8. This may ſuffice here 
in Anſwer to thoſe ObjeCtions, as to the 
Dominion and Power of Chriſt, re- 


"ceived by Donation from the Father. I 


ſhall ſpeak more diſtinct] y to it elſewhere. 


Objeftion. To Afs 20.28. — To feed 
the Church of Ged, which he hath. pur- 
chaſed with hs own Blood, The Blood 
which is called [ the own Blood of God ] 
Is 
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is in ſuch a way of ſpeaking, and for 
- ſuch a Cauſe, as the Prophet ſaith, that 
he which toucheth the People of God, 
toucheth the Apple of God's Eye ; and it 
is ſo called for the exceeding great Con- 
junction that is between them, and as he 
is the Lamb of God. 
Anſwer. 1] cannot perceive wherefore 
either of theſe Scriptures that are brought 
as Examples, ſhould be an Impediment 
to the Text, that it ſhou!d not be under- 
ſtood of the Union of both Natures in the 
Perſon of Chriſt, ſeeing there is not the 
word [ Omn | conjoyned with them, 
which intimates the ſpecial Aﬀinity- and 
Relation of the Blood of Chriſt unto _ - 
God 3 but that the Blood of Chrilt is cal- 
led [the own Blood of God,” for the ex- 
ceeding great Conjunction that is be- 
tween them, not as the Adverſaries mean, 
as I ſuppoſe, of the official Power and 
Dignity of Chriſt in ſubordination unta 
God, but .as the Aſſumption of the hu- 
mane Nature by the Divine Perſon of the 
Son did relate:that Nature to the Divine 
Nature of God. R 


Objetion, To Phil. 2.6, Who being in 
the form of God, thought it not Robbery to be 


equal 


Scriptures anſwered. 8&7 


equal with God : but made himſelf of no Re- 
putation, and took upon him the form of a Ser- 
vant, and was made in the Likeneſs of Men. 
This Equality of Chriſt with God, is to 
be extended no further than as he was in 
" the form of God. But the form of a 
Thing (as appeareth by. the common 
Acceptation of the Word, and by that 
following Clauſe, He took upen him the 
form of a Servant ; and alſo from theſe 
words, Mark)1 6. 12. After that he appear- 
ed in another' form wnto two of them) 1s 
ſomething viſibly and outwardly appa- 
rent, ſuch as 1s neither the Eſſence nor 
Power of any Thing, but only the Exer- 
ciſe and Demonſtration of Power : In the 
Exerciſe thereof and Demonſtration of 
Divine Power, whereby he did Miracles, 
was Chriſt in the form of God, and equal 
to God ; And when it'is ſaid, But emp- 
tied himſelf, (or, as our Engliſh Tranſla- 
tion hath it, made himſelf of no Reputati- 
01; ) this implieth that if Chriſt had not 
emptied himſelf of that Divine Form, he 
had thought it a Prey to be equal with 
God : Which cannot without the Impli- 
cation of a Contradiction, or what 1s 
worſe, of Blaſpemy, be affirmed of God. 
But Chriſt had thought it Robbery, or a 


prey 
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prey to have been equal with God, in Co- 
ing Miracles, if he bad not laid alide the 
Exerciſe and Demonſtration of Divine 
Power, ard fallen into the Hands of his 
Adverlſaries, as a weak and vulgar Man : 
For unleſs he had done fo, he had diſo- 
beyed the Commandment of God, and 
conſequently thought his Divine Form to 
be a Prey, not a Gift of God, and that 
it was to be kept on for his own Glory, 
and not put off for the Glory of God. 
Anſwer. Firſt, It's true, that this Equa- 
Itty of Chriſt with God is to be extended 
no farther than as he was if the form of 
God, but yet I do not hold with theſe 
Men: That his being in the form of 
God, 1s only the viſible, outward and ap- 
parent Exerciſe and Demonſtration of 
Divine Power, and not the Divine Eſſence 
or Power it ſelf; for the common Accep- 
tation of the word CForm | c2nnot be li- 
mited to denote only the Exerciſe and De- 
monſtration of Power without the Effence, 
as they would have it ; or only an artiii- 
cial Figure, Draught or Shadow of any 
thing whereby 1ts Likeneſs 1s repreſented, 
but alſo the Likeneſs of one Perſon or 


thing to atother of the ſame Nature, 


which may have the like natural Power 
ard 


| 
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} and Properties in its own Eſſence 3 as 4- 
dam, who betat a Son in his own Likeneſs, 
after his Image, Gen. 5. 3. And, as Chriſt 
is ſaid to be in the Form of a Servant , 
which was not only in outward Appea- 
rance, but in Nature and Subſtance, 
having the fame natural Properties. So 


that if the word [Form, Likeneſs, or 1- 


mage] (which areequivalent in their Sig- 
nifications) are uſed to expreſs the Like- 
neſs of Eſſence of one created Perſon or 
' Nature, tothe Eſſence of another created 

Perſon ; why may it not ſignify the Like- 
| neſs of uncreated Perſons in their eſfſenti- 


| al Being and Power ? For though the one 
| is a Perſonal Likeneſs in their perſonal 
| abſtracted Being, or only natural, and 
the other is different to it, in that it 1s 
not in perſonal Properties (becauſe the 
Divine Perſons are not alike in Proper- 
| Lies) but eſſential, as ſubſiſting 1n the U- 
| nity of the ſame Eſſence; yet this hinders 


not the word { Form] of its proper Sig- 
nication, when it is uſed to either of 
them ; becauſe it is extenſive to repreſent 
7 any manner of Likeneſs whatſoever : Ard 
therefore as vitible outward and apparent 
| things have ſuch forms ſo the Subliſtence 
| of any one Divine Perſon in the Godhezd 
| Can 
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and viſible, ſeeing the Word is common | 
| 
| 


- with God 3 becauſe the Apoſtle neither in 
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can only be likened to another ſubſilting b 
in the ſame Nature. iv 

Secondly, To Mark 16. 12. Where 
Chriſt is ſaid to appear im another Form, J 
] reply, T hat it ſhews the Power-of the Vt 
Divine Nature, in repreſenting Chriſt in 
another Form than what he was jn before; | f 
but there is no reaſon wherefore this out- || 
ward form ſhould limit the Form of Chriſt 
in the other Text, to be only outward 


to ſignify any Form, and that the two 
T'exts have no Relation to each other. 
Thirdly, We cannot conclude from 
thoſe Words, . He made himſelf of no Re- 
pueation, That if Chrift had not m—__ 
himſelf of that Divine Form, he had 
thought it Robbery or a Prey to. be equal | 


this, nor in any other place of Scripture, 
aſſigns it as the Reaſon : And therefore, 
ſeeing their Expoſition of theſe Words 
hath no other Foundation than what is | 
imaginary in their own Concelt, we are \ 
not obliged to hearken to it. - 

Foprthly, Chriſt's emptying himſelf of | 
that Divine Form, or making himſelf of | 
no Reputation, was not his laying afide | 
of the Exerciſe and Demonſtration of Di- | 
vine 
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ſting jvine Power,which he had by Donation as 
'Man: 1/#, Becauſe, as Man, Chriſt was 
/here Snot in the Exerciſe of it, when firſt he 
Porm, {made himſelf of no Reputation, but was af- 
” the terwards inveſted with it, when he took 
ſt jn {upon him his miniſterial Office, and there- 
fore; | fore could not lay aſide the Demonſtrati- 
Out- Fon of the Divine Power, before he was 
hriſt in the Exerciſe of it. 24ly, Nor can it 
vard | be meant of his Sufferings as a vulgar 
mon | Man, becauſe his making himſelf of ns 
two | Reputation in aſſuming our Nature, and 
| taking gn him the Form of a Servant,pre- 
rom | ceded his Sufferings. - 3dly, Nor did he 
Re. | properly empty himſelf of the Divine 
tied | Nature, as God, or as the Son of God, 
had } the ſecond Perſon in the Trinity ; for 
jual | this could not be without his Annihila- 
r in | tion : And therefore we muſt inquire af- 
Ire, | ter ſome other ſenſe that may better ſuit 
Tre, | with this and other Scriptures. 
rds I1.-In this ſenſe the Son of God may 
' is | be ſaid to empty himſelf,, or make hime 
are 4 ſelf of no Reputation : to wit, in dero- 
} gating from his own Glory, by his won- 
"of |] derful and inexpreſlible Condeſcenſion,: 
of | inſtooping ſo low to ſave Man, as to take 
de | our Nature into ſuch an extraordinary 


2i- | Relation and Conjunction with himſelf, 
ne | and 
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and that in the former Habit of a Ser-\ q; 


vant. T his was that which made Chriſt 
pray unto the Father, ſaying, G!orify 
thou me with thine own ſelf, with the Glory 
which I had with thee before the World was. \t 
was ſo beneath the infinite and glorious) 


God, to take our Nature into Communit- 


ty with his Nature, that his very Aſſ8mp- 
ſion of it was, as It were, a debaling of 
his Divine Natere. 

2. Chriſt may be ſaid to make himſelf of 
no Reputation, or to empty himſelf 1n 
reſpect to that Manifeſtation which he 
made of himſelf to the Sons of Men by 
his Works. The Son of God did not ap- | 


pear to us in theeſlential Glory of his | . 


Divine Nature; for ſo he dwelleth in | 
the Light which no'Man can approach un- 
to, whom no Man hath ſeen, nor can ſee, 
but in the Vail of Fleſh, through which 
he was emptied to our Appearance from 
thoſe Divine Rays, that would have da- 
zled the Sons of Men, and have made |} 
them afraid to look upon him, leſt they 
ſhould be conſumed ; Exod. 20.19. 1 Tim. 
6. 16. 

But yet there is ſomething further PU 
jected againſt this Text of Scripture, ver. 
6. He thought it not Robbery to be equal with 
God, 


Scriptures an{wered. 
God, That which is equal, hath always a 
different Eſſence from that which it is 


equal unto, otherwiſe the ſame thing - 
would be equal unto it ſelf : Equals are 


| 


Relatives, and conſequently Oppoſites 3 
If therefore Chriſt be equal to God, in 


reſped of Eſſence and eſſential Properties, 


the Eſſence of Chriſt muſt of neceſlity be 
different from \ the Eſſence of God 3; 
wherefore they muſt either hold two Di- 
vine independent Eſſences, or two moſt 
high Gods, or that Chriſt 1s not the moſt 
high God. ; 

Anſwer. Firſt, If it's meant, that E- 
uals have always a diftcrent Eſſence, re- 
pecting their Singularity or Perſonality, 

as. being abſtrated- from their common 
Nature : This I do readily grant of cre- 
ated perſonal Beings : becauſe ſuch Singu- 
larities or Perſonalities cannot exiſt, but 
by Abſtraction from their common Na- 
ture, and ſo muſt have different, ſingular 
and perſonal Eſſences, the one to the 0- 
ther, and (as Relates of the ſame Na- 
ture) are Equals. But what 1s this to the 
Deity of the Son of God ? muſt welimit 
Divine Perſons in the uncreated Nature, 


and corſfine them to the Parallel of created 
Beings ? Surely the Scriptures teach us 
Te | other-= 
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otherwiſe, that the Divine Perſons are 
not abſtrated from the Divine Nature, 


but are coeſlential, yer differing in perſo- |. 


nal Properties. Chriſt is equal to God, 
(viz. the Father) not reſpecting the ſame 
perſonal Properties, as to beget, &c. But 
eſſentially conſidered, as dubtiſting in the 
Unity.of the ſame Nature, and having all 
the eſſential Properties of that Nature 
coequal with him. And thus there is ne1- 
ther two Divine independent Eſſences, nor 
moſt high Gods, but one only, ſubſiſting 
in. three Divine Perſons, each of which 
ſubſiſting in the Divine Nature, and mu- 
tually in one another, is the moſt high 
God. | 
Objeftion. To 1 Fohn 5. 29. And we 
know that the Son of: God.us come, and hath 


given us an Underſtanding, that we may know 


him that is true; and we are in him that 15 
true, even in his Son Feſus Chriſt : thus is 
the true God; and eternal Life, Theſe 
Words [_Thes ts the true God] cannot be 
referred unto Chriſt, not as if he were 
not [_ true God] but becauſe he is not [the 
true God] that is here ſpoken of, as the 


Article added in the Greek doth intimate. |: 
Neither doth it any whit advantage the F 


Adverſaries Cauſe, who will, have theſe 


Words, | 
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| Words, ['Thts is the true God] referred. 
unto Chrilt, that was mentioned imme- 


diately before. For Relatives are not al- 


\ ways referred to the Antecedent imme- 
_ diately going before, but oftentimes to 
' that which is chiefly ſpoken of; as ap- 


peareth from theſe places, Ads 7. 18, 
19. Chap. 10. 6. 2 Fohbn 6. 7. Many De- 
cetvers are entred into the World, who con- 
feſs not that Feſus Chriſt 1s come in the Fleſh. 
Thi is a Deceiver, and an Antichriſt, 
Wherefore the meaning of thoſe words 


. Is thus : This, whereof I have laſt ſpoken, 


is the true God, ( namely he that for (or 
[ſent] it being, as 1 ſuppoſe the Printers 


| Miſtake) his Son Jeſus Chriſt) and it is 


alſo eternal Life, (namely to know Thee, 
the true God, and to be in him by his 
Son Jeſus Chriſt ) with this accordeth, 
To 7.3 

Anſwer. Firſt,, As to the Article in the 
Greek, it no ways hinders our Senſe, or 
Expoſition of the Words, but is rather a 
ſtrengthning of it; for 1s it not more 
emphatical ro ſay ? Th « [the] true God, 
than to leave ousthe Article, and read it, 
This is true God, and Eternal Life. 

2. Thoſe Words, The # the true God, 


| are not to be referred unto Chriſt,becauſe 


Rela- 
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Antecedent immediately going before, as 
Atts 10. 6. chap. 7. 18,19, 2 Joh. 7. 

To this | anſwer, 1/f, That theſe words 
2 John 7. Thu 18 a Decerver, and an Anti- 
chriſt, are no Relative either to Chriſt,or 
to the many Decelivers entred into the 
World, but as they are connexed to the 
deſcription of the many Decetvers, and 
of the Antichriſt. 2dly. To thoſe two 
Texts As 7. 18,19. chap. 10.6. It is one 
thing to ſay, that ſuch a one, that knew 


not ſuch a Perſon, did ſuch a thing, and - 


that lodgeth with ſuch a Man, ſhall=eell 
thee what thou oughteſt to do, which 
points at the Perſon, and 1s a Deſcription 
of him, and therefore referreth the Rela- 
tive higher than the immediate Antece- 
dent; and another thing to divide and 
refer the Relative; Thrs zs the true God, 
from the immediate Antecedent, 7eſz: 
Chriſt. 1. Becauſe the matter of the Verſe 
plainly relateth to the Son of God. 
2dly, The Relative, This 7s the true God, 
mult of neceſſity be referred to Feſ#s 
Chriſt, becauſe it 1s ſtroflgly fixed to the 
immediate Antecedent Feſws Chriſt, by the 
Words [Him] that is true, | Him) that 
we are 1n, as if it were ſaid, The Son of God, 

this 
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this Zim that is true, this H:m that we 
are in, ( viz. Feſus Chriſt) u the true God, 
and Eternal Life. So that notwithſtan- 
ding their Oppoſition to the Evidence of 
this Scripture,lt is not weakened, but till 
remains a firm proof of the true God- 
head of Jeſus Chriſt. 


Objeftion to Colofſ, 2, 9. For in him 
awelleth all the Fulneſs of the Godhead 
bodily. This word Godyead may de- 
note the Divine Will, Eph. 3. 19. and 
foraſmuch as the Apoſtle doth oppoſe that 
Speech, not to Perſons, but to Philoſophy 
| and legal Ceremonies, it is evident, It is 
meant of the Doctrine of Chriſt, not of 
his Perſon. But ſhould we take the 
words as they ſound, yet could not ſuch 
a divine Nature, as the Adverſaries have 
imagined, be thence collected. For it is. 
true and manifeſt that the fulneſs of 
the Deity or Godhead doth now dwell in 
Chriſt even bodily, in that his very Body 
is altogether Divine, as being made both 
1 of Divine and Spiritual Matter, namely 
1 that of the Heavens, ſee 1 Cor. 15. 45, 
47, 48. and being endowed with divine 
| Life and divine Splendor, and divine 
Strength. 
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Anſwer. Firſt the words [ Godhead bo- 
dily ] cannot be limited, as only denoting 
the Divine Will of God 3 becauſe the 
Signification of the Word, will not allow 
of it. Godhead 1s the Nature of God, 
which is not only his Will, but his Power, 
Immenſity, yea, all his eiſential Properties 
and Perfections. 
_ Secondly ; Nor can we confine this 
Text to the parallel of Ephe/. 3. 19. 4nd 
ro know the Love of Chriſt which paſſeth 
Knowledg, that ye might be filled with all the 
fulneſs of God, viz. of his Love in all its 
arts: becauſe there wants the words 


[ Godbead bodily} to be filled with all the / 
fulneſs of the Godhead bodily, is to have | 


all the fulneſs of the Nature and Perfecti- 


. on of God dwelling really, perfectly and | 


ſolidly in him, or the whole Spiritual Sub- 
ſtance of God. 

Thirdly ; It is apparently clear, that 
the Perſon of Chriſt, and not his Do- 


Erine, muſt be underſtood to have all the 
fulneſs of the Godhead dwelling in him : } 
For it Is ſaid, Coloſſ. 2. 8. Beware leſt A-|- 
ny Man ſpoil you through Philoſophy and 
vain Deceit, after the Traditions of Men,af-| 

 &er the Rudiments of the World, and not after} 
Chriſt : For in him ( viz. in Chriſt ) mw 
_ 7. 


! 


| 
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leth all the fulneſs of the Godhead ( or Na- 
ture of God) bodily. They ſay indeed 

that by Him is meant the Doctrine, and 
not the Perſon of Chriſt, and that by 
Gochead is meant his Divine Will, and 
ſo that the fulneſs of his Divine Will, 
(viz. therevealed Will of God, otherwiſe 
it is incommunicable to the. humane Na- 


ture) dwelleth in the Doctrine of Chriſt. 


But certain and plain it is thab by Zm, 
which betokens a Perſon, muſt be under- 
{tood the Perſon it relateth to,viz.Chriſt ; 
and the revealed Will of God ts the Do- 
crine of Jeſus Chriſti, which ( their 
meaning 1s ) muſt dwell in the Nocrine 


- of Chriſt : but how abſurd and fooliſh this 


is, let the Reader judg. | 
Fonrthly 3 Thoſe words are not ſimply 
oppoſed to Philoſophy, but with ſome 
reſpect to the Perſons in whom it dwelt, 
that we ſhould beware leſt any Man 
ſpoil us through Philoſophy and Vain De- 
ceit —= and not after Chriſt, (viz. his Do- 
Arine in oppoſition to their DoCftrine; 
and his Perſon in oppoſition to their Per- 
ſons, and his Fountain, (viz. the fulneſs 
of the Godhead) in oppoſition to their 
Fountain, viz. the Traditions of Men) 


and the Rudiments of the World : So 


or that 
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that theſe words, In him dwelleth all the 
fuineſs of the Godhead bodily, mult of ne- 
ceſlity be underſtood'of the fulncſs of the 
Divine Nature of God in the Perſon of 
Jeſas Chriſt through the Union of hoth 
his Natures. 

Fifthly z For them to ſay that this ful- 
neſs of Godhead in Jeſus Chriſt, is not of 
that ſupream Divine Nature of God, as 
we are greating of, but of an inferiour 
Divine Nature, floweth only from the 
Notions of their own Brains: for there is 
no ſuch thing in 1 Cor. 15. nor in any 0- 
ther part of the Holy Scripture : for 
though Chriſt as Man, and others by way 
of Gift, have had ſomething of Divine 


' Power and Splendor inveſted in them ; 


yet this 15 not properly another different 
Godhead, but a Demonſtration of the 
ſame Supream Deity, through their Offici- 
al Miniſtration ; and in all thoſe 3 Scrip- 
tures, Afs 17. 29. Rom. 1. 20. and Colo, 
2.9. Wherein Godhead 1s mentioned, It 
muſt of neceſſity be underſtood of the Su- 
pream and Eternal Godhead only. So 
that-I ſee not the leaſt reaſon why the 
corrupt Notions of our Adverſaries 
ſhould weaken our Faith in this Do- 
Erine, which is ſo clearly aſlertcd, 
in 


- his 
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in this as well as in many other Scrip- 
tures. 


Obje:on to John x, 1, 2, 3, 10. In 
the Beginning was the Word, Nothing is 
here concerning Chriſt's being from Eter - 
nity, fince mention Is here made of the 
beginning, whereas a Beginning is oppo- 
ſite to Erernity. 

Anſw. 1. 1f Chriſt were in the begin- 
ning of the Creation, and ſo as that all 
Things were made by him, ver. 3. then 
he did preexiſt the Creation, and it is not 
ſaid he began to be in, or with the Begin- 
DING, but then he was, which denotes 

eing before the Beginning, and no- 
thing could preexiſt the beginning of the 
Creation, but God alone. | 

Secondly 3 They ſay, that the word 
[ Beginning] is every where in the Scrip- 
ture referred to the ſubject Matter, which 
1whzre the Goſpel which John undertook 
to deſcribe, as will appear if you com- 
pare this of John with Mark 1, 1. Luke 1: 
2. chap. 3. 23. where, according to the 
Greek, it ought to be rendred thus, Ard. 
Feſws was about thirty years of Age, when he 
began, Oc. - 


F 3 Anſwer. 
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Anſwer. Firſt, Mark, in chap. 1. 1. de- 
clares unto us, what he knew only from 


"the beginning of the preaching. of the 


Goſpel. 1/}. Hinting to that of Fohz?s Mi- 
niſtration, and then immediately comes 
ro Chriſt, ver. 9. 

Second, Luke's beginning is ſaid in ver. 
3. to be from the very firſt, and he be- 


21ns higher than Mark did, and gives us 


an account of the Conception and Birth 
of john, and then of Chriſt, and after 
theſe,that at Chriſt's Baptiſm,he began to 
be about thirty years of Age, or ( as they 
w1ll have the Greek )) that he was thirty 
years of Age when he began, viz, to 
preach the Goſpel, for ſo it muſt be un- 


 derſtood ; ſo that ( as they ſay ) Begin- | 
ning 1s to be referred to the ſubje& Mat- 


ter treated of : And therefore [. Begin- 


ning ] in John 1. 1, muſt not be limited 


to either of theſe, but referred to its own 
proper ſubject Matter, as the others wetg 
to theirs. Now that this ſubject Matter, 
to which it mult be referred, is not the 


Goſpel (as chey affirm) doth appear, be- 


cauſe he is ſpeaking of the Creation of 
the World by the Word, which is con- 


 feſled by them to be Jeſus Chriſt. But 


here (as they think) they have a Salvo 
= — for 
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for though all Things are ſaid to be made 
by him in the Beginning, (yt they ſay it 
is not ſimply and abſolutely All, but all 
Things belonging to the Goſpel, like that 
in 2 Cor. 5. 17. All Things are become new.) 
And that the next words,Without Him was 
not any Thing made that was made, muſt 
be underſtood, that all Things were not 
[ done Þ by him, for ſo the Greek will 
bear it, as they ſay : for though they ac- 


| knowledg, they were begun by him, yer 


they were not brought to an iſſue by 
himſelf, but by his Apoſtles i in his Name, 
and by his Authority, and fo not done 
without Him. And they further object, 

that it is not ſaid that the World was 
created, but made by him 3 not that he 
made it, but it was made by him, as the 
fecond Cauſe, and that the word 
[World?] doth not only denote the Hea- 
ven and Earth 3 but beſides other Signi- 
fications, defigneth either Mankind, as the 
preſent place ſheweth, or the World to 
come, as appeareth by Heb. 1.6. which 
they draw from chap. 2.5. and by chap. 

Io. 5. which alſo they affirm to be ſpo- 
ken, not of this World, but of that 
which is to come,, ſince it's ſaid in c#ap. 
8. 4, For if he were on Earth, he would 
F 4. not. 
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not ſo much as be a Prieſt, From all 
which they give us the ſenſe of the 
words two ways. Firſt, That Mankind 
was reformed, and as 1t were made again 
by Chriſt, becauſe he brought Life and 
Immortality to Men who were loſt, and 
ſubject to Eternal Death. 24d. The lat- 


« ter Senſe is, That the World to come 


which we expect by Chriſt, 1s by him 
made as to us, as the ſame 1s ſaid to be- 
come in reſpect of us, although it be alrea- 
dy preſent to Chriſt and the Angels. 

To theſe 1 ſhall give particular Anſwers, 

Firſt; All things that were made by 
Chriſt, cannot be here underſtood,of the 
all things of the Goſpel, but of the Crea- 
tion of the World. And this I ſhall endea- 
vour to demonſtrate,by ſhewing the great 
difference between the Text of Fohr, and 
that of Paul to the Corinthians, and how 
little relation thgy have to each other. 

In 2 Cor. 5. 17. Therefore if any Man be 
in Chriſt, he 1s a new Creature : Old things 
are paſt away ;, behold, all things are become 
mew, The Words all things become new, 
mult of neceſlity imply a Renovation ; for 
tho the Graces of the Spirit are created in 


_ us, yet the Man is not<reated, but renew- 


ed, and reſtored by them. F 
0 
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So that in the ſame Senſe that the Man 
is a new Creature, all things may be ſaid 
to become,new ; and this agrees with 0- 
ther Scriptures, as in Epheſ. 2. 8, 9, 10. 
That which is ſaid to. be by [Creation} 


in Chriſt Jeſus, is in Tit 3: 5. by the 


[ Renewings] of the Holy Ghoſt, but in * 
Zohn 1. 3. It is ſaid that all Things were 
made by him : which is not only a different 
mode of Speech to that of Paul, but does 
imply a different thing 3 for, as I have 
ſhewed, the words of Paul import a Re- 
ſtauration or Renovation of the Crea- 
ture, as they alſo do affirm, but this of 
John hath peculiar relation to the Crea- 
tion of the World. 

1/f. Becauſe the words, All Things are 
made by him, are plain and politivez and. 
therefore it is dangerous and preſumptu+:* 
ous to reſtrain their Senſe to other Scrip- 


- tures, whoſe ſubject Matter is foreign to 


it, and to impoſe ſuch an uncouth Senſe, 
which cannot naturally be drawn from it.,, 
and which. is incoherent. with :other 
Scriptures, that mutually concur: with; 
its plain and proper Senſe, as Colofſ. 1.16.. 
- which place I may ſay ſomething here-- 
aſter. 4 mgchþ 
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2dty. Thoſe words, All Things were made 
by him, is meant of the Creation, and nor 
of the Goſpel, appears from ver. 10, 11. 
Fle was in: the World, and the World was 
made by him, avd the World knew him nor. 
He. came unto hu own, and his own received 
bim not, &c. Now to aflert, as they do, 
That theſe words, The World was made by 
him, muſt be underſtood of Mankind 
that was reformed by Jeſus Chriſt, is a 
{ſqueezing forth ſuch a Senſe, as they can- 
not. poſſibly bear, and it 1s unuſual and 


 tmproper in ſuch a form of Words to ex- 


preſs the Reformation of Mankind ; -and 
I do not know of any ſuch abſolute Text 
that aſſerts the new Creation, or Goſpel- 
Renovation, but that there is ſome ad- 
zundt to explain it from the Creation of 


'the' World, as to be created in Chriſt Fe- 


ſit ;, to become new, or the new Man which 
& created, and the like : and therefore 
fuch as force the Text, contrary to the 
genuine fenſe of it, to comply with a 
Goſpel-Reformation, do greatly ſubvert 
the Word of God; nor ts there any A- 
greement in thoſe words to fach an Ex- 
poſition :- for the World was fo. far from 
being reformed by Chriſt, that it knew 
him not, and his own received him not, 
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viz,, his own Nation was not reformed by 
him. | 

3aly. I ſhall make ſome reply to their 
latter Senſe of thoſe words, wer. 10, 
The World was made by him, which ſay 
they, is, That the World to come, which 
we expect by Chriſt, is by him made as 
to us; that is (if I miſtake them not ) 
it is made by a partial Reformation ;, 
which if they would but ſpeak out, is not 
made, but only making. And they ſay 
further, that this World to come. is al- 
ready preſent to Chriſt and the Angels, 
that is ( as I imagine to be their mean- 
ing ) it is fully come to them, by their 
pre-knowledg and aſſurance of it, having 
laid 1ts Foundation. What elle they 


| ſhould intend by theſe and the like 


words , doth not at. preſent occur to 
mind : But this 1s preſumptuouſly afler= 
ted by them, for there is no mention 
made of the World to come, neither is 
there any thing in the Fext that relates 
to it ; neither is thereany reaſon where= 
fore they ſhould go about to prove, that 
becauſe there is mention made ofa World 
to come, tn Heb. 2. 5. therefore this in- 
Fohn 1. 10. ts of the World to come allo. 


Nor do. I yet perceive why Heb. 1. 6. 
Chaf., 
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chap. 10. 5. and 8. 4. ſhould be under- 
ftood of the World to come, or what 
ground they have to impoſe from thence, 
their Senſe on John 1. jo. For though 
the Apoſtle ſpeaks of ſomething which 
relates to the World to come in Heb. 1. 
yet he doth not begin with it until ver. 8. 
and therefore as the matter in wer. 6, 
plainly ſhews, the World there, is not the 
World to come, but the preſent World : 
But if 1t were, yet Fohz 1. 10. mult not 
be confined to this or any other Text a- 
ny further than the concurrence of the 
Texts and Contexts, and the Significati- 
on of their words will bear. But now 
Jet us take notice how little difference 
the Socinians here make, between the 
time paſt, and the time to come. The 
World that was ( with them ) was the 
World to come ; that was made, was yet 
to make. What a monſtrous way they 
have of expounding the Holy Scriptures ! 
by all things, ſay they, is only meant Go- 
Ipel-things,and but ſome only of thoſe Go- 
fpel-things were made by Chriſt, the reſt 
were made by his Apoſtles, and that not 
in the beginning, as the Text aſſerts, but 
afrer even their own prefixt beginning. 
But if this may. paſs for truth, at this rate 
ris 
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* *tis not 'to be found in the Holy Scrip- 


tures. But theſe Exceptions are ground- 
leſs, and ſo are of no effect, to weaken 
the proof of the Deity of Jeſus Chriſt 
from this Scripture. 


Objefion to Iſa. 9. 6. Where Chriſt 
Is called, The everlaſting Father, or, Fa- 
Father of Eternity, as It is admitted by 
the Adverſaries, who nevertheleſs ſay, 
It. quite ſubverteth the Common Do- 
Ctrine, by confounding the firſt and ſe- 
cond Perſons of the Trinity. He is the 
Everlaſting Father, both becauſe he- is 
the Author of eternal Life to them that 
obey him, and liveth for ever to ſhelter, 
and protect, and cheriſh Chriſtians who 
are elſewhere called his Seed, ſee 1/a. 5. 
3, IO. 

Anſwer, Firſt, The words in the He- 
brew, "Y—!DN the Father of Eternity, do 
not ſo much ſubvert the Common Do- 
&rine of the Trinity, or confound the 
Perſons, to underſtand them of the 
Divine Nature of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt, than of him as only humane : 
For though Chriſt 1s ſaid to be the Au- 
thor of eternal Salvation, Heb. 5. 9. Yet 
it cannot be as Man only, either in the 
Minl- 
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- Miniſtration of it, or being the prime: 
Author. For there being a Miniſtration 
of Salvation under the Old Teſtament, 
Chriſt as Man could not be the prime 
Author of it 3 but God, who elefted and 
fore-ordained Chriſt, and us in him, unto 
Salvation before the Foundation of the 


World, 1/a. 42. 1. Eph. 1. 4. 1 Pet. 1. 20. 
So then as Chriſt did not then exiſt in 


his humane Nature, as Man he con!d not 


be the prime Author, or Adminiltrator 
of eternal Salvation : And when he was 
come, conſidered as Man, he could only 
bear a greater Teſtimony of the purpoſe 
and good-Will of God towards us, than 
any of the Prophets did before him. 
But to acknowledg the Son of God to be 
of the ſame Divine Nature co-eſſential 
with the Father, makes the name Father 
of Etermty, to' have relation to him not 
perſonally, but as he is eſſentially God ; 
and his being called by it, is an evident 
Demonſtration - of his Unity of Eſſence 
co-eternally with the Father, wherein 
only he can be the Author of eternal Sal- 
vation £0 us his Spiritual Seed. 


Objeftion to Fohn 17. F And now, O 
f 


thy own ſelf, 


Father glorify thon me wi 
| with: 
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with the Glory -which I had with thee before 
the World was. Chrilt doth beg this Glo- 
ry of the Father which ſheweth, that nei- 
ther he was formerly in aCtual Poſſeſſion 
thereof , for then he would have been 
in poſſeſſion of it ſtill; nor had a Divine 
Nature, for that would have ſupplied 
him with ſuch Glory as he wanted : 
wherefore the Senſe 1s, that: Chriſt be- 
ſeeches the Farther to grant unto him that 
Glory which he had with him in his De- 
cree before the World was; As we are 
ſaid to be ſaved according to the Grace 
which was given us in Chriſt Jeſus before 
the World began. 

Anſwer, Firit. The better to clear 
this Text from theſe Objections, I ſhall 
expound it. 1. If it ſhould be under- 
ſtood, that theſe words denote a Depri- 
vation of Glory, yet it mult not be abſo- 
lutely conſidered 3 for the Divine Nature. 


_ of Chriſt, ever was, 1s, and ſhall be in it 


ſelf, infinitely Glorious without the leaſt 
Diminution, Alteration or Change. But * 
we are to take it with reſpect to the great 
Humility and Condeſcenſion of his in- 
finite glorious Nature, in uniting himſelf 
with our Nature. It is ſaid, Phsl. 2.6, 7, 
8. Who being in the Form of God, thought it. 
| 208 
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not Robbery to be equal with God, but made 
himſelf of no Reputation : — He humbled 
bimſelf,, and became obedient unto. Death. 
The Divine Nature of Chriſt .conſented 
to the expoſing of his humane Nature, 
that was in ſo great a ConjunCtion with 
it,to Sufferings as an ordinary Man. And 
if God is ſaid to humble himſelf to behold 
the things that are in Heaven, and in the 
Earth, Pal. 113. 5, 6. Then ſurely this 
mult be a far greater piece of Condeſcen- 
ſion, for the Son of God to diſrube him- 
ſelf as it were of that Power and Majeſty 
which he had with the Father, in ſubject- 
ing his humane Natureto ſuffer the. Re- 
vilings and Scourgings of wicked Men, 
and to be put to Death by them. Now 
if the Text muſt be underſtood of a 
Deprivation of Chriſt's former Glory : 

then the. meaning of Chri{ts Prayer is, 

that as his Condeſcenſion in taking our 

Nature, had been an Eclipſe of his Divine 

Glory, Power and Greatneſs, in laying it 

aſide, as it were to ſuffer in his humane 
Nature for our ſakes, that now the Fa- 

ther would fo tranſlate his humane Na- 


ture from that mean Eſtate and Con» - 


. dition, to one more glorious, that might. 
' better ſute with his infinite Perfection, - 
| | and 


oled | 
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and correſpond with it. Burt, 

Secondly ; This Text moſt properly 
(as it ſeems to me) ought to be under- 
ſtood not ofa Deprivation of Glory of the 
Divine Nature, but only of the Exalta- 
tion of the humane Nature of Chriſt ; as 
if Chriſt ſhould have ſaid, And now. O 
Father, glorify thou me in my humane 
Nature; or glorify my humane Nyture, 
in taking of it into that Glory which my 
Divine Nature had with thee before the 
World was. | | 

This I humbly conceive 1s meant by the 
words of our bleſſed Lord ; but take it in 
either ſenſe, it agrees with the Deity of 
Jeſus Chriſt. | 

Secondly ; I come more particularly to 
anſwer the ſaid ObjeCtions. 

1/#, Though (as it is objected) it may 


| be concluded from the Words, that be- 


cauſe Chriſt bzgs this Glory of the Fa- 


/ ther, therefore he had it not in actual 


Poſſeſſion before. Yet this is only reſpect- 
ing his humane Nature, which oppoſes 


| Not the Truth of his Deity ; for though 


he was not yet ſupplied by it, or glorified, 
Fohn 7. 39. Yet he then had the Divine 
Nature, and was in Union with It. 


2dly;, For 
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2aly , For any to ſay, that that Glory 
which Chriſt had before the World was, 
is only meant of God's Decree, 1s an im- 
poſing on the Text that which it cannot 
bear, for it doth not run parallel with 
2 Tim. 1. 9. becauſe it 1s one thing to 
ſay, that we are ſaved and called accord- 
ing to his own Purpoſe and Grace, which 
was glven us in Chriſt before the World 
began ; and another thing to have Glory 
before the World began : the one plainly 
ſhews that we were not actually called 
nor ſaved before the World was, but 
were then in the purpoſe of God only ; 
and the other is poſitively ſpoken of the 
Glory that Chriſt had in aQual Poſſeſſion, 
aS the ſenſe of the words import. And 1 


hope theſe are ſufficient Anſwers to clear: 


the Text of theſe ObjeCtions, 


Oppeltion to Coloſſ. 1. 16. For by him 
were all things created that are tm Heaven, 
and that are in Earth, viſible and inviſible, 
whether they be Thrones, or Dominions,or Prin- 


cipalities, or Powers, all things were created 


by him and for him. 

Firſt, They ſay, that this Scripture 
ſpeaketh of Chriſt as a ſecond or middle 
cauſe, that God created all things by Je- 
ſus Chriſt, Eph. 3. 9. Anſwer. 
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Anſwer. Firſt, I do acknowledg that. 
Jeſus Chriſt is two ways to be conſi- 
dered. 

1/#, Eſſentially, as he is God, and ſo 
all things are of him and from him, and 
created by him, indifferently with other. 
Divine Perſons. | 

2aly, Perſonally, as he is the ſecond 
Perſon in the Godhead, and fo is he alſo 
in the Works of Creation ; for all things 
are of the Father by theSon, through the 
Spirit, 1 Cor. 8. 6. Fohn 1.3. Gen. 1.2. 
P/al. 104.30. Eph.2.18. For as the Fa- 
ther is of himſelf a Divine. Subſfiſtent, ſo 
he worketh from himſelf; and as the Son 
1s of the Father, ſo he worketh from the 
Father; and as the Holy Spirit is of the 
Father and the Son, {> he worketh from 
them both, yet neither of them exiſt or 
work before each other in time,but do na- 
turally and neceſſarily work together : 
for when we ſay the Son is the ſecond Per- 
ſon-in the Deity, we grant the Father to 
be the firſt, (neither in time nor Excel- 
lency - of Nature, to the other Divine 


|| Perſons) but in reſpect to Preheminence, 


according to his peculiar manner of Sub- 
fiſtence and incommunicable Property. 


So alſo the Divine Perſons have their = 
| er 
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der, or Preheminence of working accord- 
ing to their Order 'or Preheminence of 
Subſiſtence and incommunicable Property 
in the Divine Eſſence. | 
Secondly ; They ſay that all things in 
the Heavens, and on the Earth, are not 
uſed for all things ſimply, and abſolutely, 
appeareth, becauſe the Apoſtle faith, 
By him God hath reconciled all things in Hea- 
ven and on Earth ;, and alſo in the words 
themſelves, it is not ſaid the Heavens 
and the Earth were created by Chriſt, 
but all things that are in the Heavens and on 
the Earth. And the Sum of what they 
underſtand by the Text, is, that after 
God had raiſed Chriſt from the dead, and 
had given Glory to him : all the things 
both in the Heavens and on the Earth 
were by him reformed and reduced to a- 
nother State and Condition, in that he 


became the head of Angels and Men, 


who before acknowledged God only for 
their Lord. 

Secondly, To this I anſwer. 

3ſt, That if we can reconcile the word 
[ Create? in ver. 16, ſoas that naturally 
its Signification doth import but one and 
the ſame thing with the word [Reconcile] 
in ver. 20. then indeed there is ſome _ 
on 
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ſon to acquieſce with them in their ſenſe : 
But as the words have different Signifi- 
cations, ſo they ſignify to us different 
things. | 
2dly, Though reconcil:ng all things to 
God by Feſus Chriſt, whether in Heaven 
or in Earth, muſt be underſtood in a li- 
mited ſenſe; yet there is not the ſame, 
nor ſo good reaſon, for all things that 


| werecreated by Jeſus Chriſt to be ſo con- 


ſidered : For thoſe all things that were 
reconciled, were all things that were re- 
concileable by the Blood of the Croſs, 
whether in Heaven or in, Earth, and not 
all things abſolutely in Heaven and in 
Earth ; for the evil Angels are not recon- 
cilable : but in ver. 16. the caſe is much 
different, and 1s to be underſtood ſimply 
and abſolutely, that by Jeſus Chriſt all 
things were created : for the words are 
poſitive, By him were all things created that 
are in Heaven, and that arein Earth; and 
becauſe we ſhould not miſapprehend the 
Apoſtle*s meaning, he explains himſelf 
more fully to us, that they were all things 
both viſible and inviſible, whether they be 


Thrones, or Dominions, or Principalities, or 


Powers : And ſurely this cannot be meant 
of a Reformation or Renovation of all 
| things 
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things in Heaven and Earth, becauſe the | 
good Angels never wanted ſuch Reforma- 
tion 3 neither were all Thrones, or Domini- | 
ons, or Principaltties, or Powers, either of 
evil Angels, that are inviſible, or of | 
wicked Men on Earth, then renewed, or ( 
ſo reduced by Reformation, as that Chriſt 
became their Head, and was fo acknow- 
| ledged by them : For though Chriſt be- . 
| came the Head of his own Church, yet 
| the World did not know him in fuch a 
manner as to own him for their Soveraign 
Lord, and to yield true and fincere Obe- 
dience to his Laws, for under the Con- 
duct of Satan, the Dragon Heathen Em- | 
pire made head againſt Chriſt, and all 
that profeſſed his Holy Name. And tho 
ſomething may be ſaid, that in the Reign 
of Conſtantine the Great there was a 
mighty Reformation made in the Empire 
of the World, yet this cannot anſwer the 
Import of the words, For by him were all 
_ things [already created] they were not 
to make in future times, but they were al- 
' ready done before. So that I ſee not 
' the leaſt gronnds wherefore they ſhould 
impoſe ſuch an - unnatural ſenſe up- 
on the words, but that they muſt of ne- 


ceſlity be underſtood of the Creation - 
= a 
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all things in Heaven and Earth by Jeſus 


Chriſt. And though they make this Ex- 
ception, that it 15 not ſaid the Heayens | 
and the Earth were created by him, but 
only the things contained in them ; yet 
this omiilion cannot be an Excluſion of 
them, nor hinder what 1s aſlerted in the 
Text, but that it remains a ſufficient 
proof of the Deity of Jeſus Chriſt. 


Objettzon to Heb. 1. 10. This Au- 
thor (to the Hebrews) doth not refer 
the Creation of Heayen and Earth un- 
to Chriſt, but only the aboliſhing of 
them. | 

Anſwer. Firſt,l do affirm that the Crea- 
fion of Heaven and Earth, muſt of neceſ- 
ſity be applied to Jeſus Chriſt ; becauſe 
the word [ava] in the beginning of the 
Verſe 1s a conjunctive word, that joins 
this Verſe to the Words going before, 
which relate to the Son of God, ſo that 
as in ver. 8. we read, But unto the Son be 
ſaith, Thy Throne, O God, u« for ever and 
ever 3 So alſo by virtue of the Conjuncti- 
on with ver. 10. It is proper to underſtand 
the Text, as if the Apoltle ſhould inſtead 
of the word [ ard} have ſaid, But unto 


| the Son he ſaid, Thor, Lord, in the Begin- 


| 'mng : 
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ning haſt laid the Foundation of the Earth, 
&c. And this Conjunction is put for the 
ſame purpoſe ; for in P/al. 102. 25. from 
whence this Text 1s taken, there is none 
of 1t. 

Secondly ; There can be no reaſon aſ- 
ſigned, wherefore the aboliſhing of the 
Heavens ſhould only be referred to Chriſt, 
when it is not by virtue of-a Conjun@i- 
on immediately annexed, but of one an- 
nexed to the Creation of them which 
doth preceed, and "thereforgthat of the 
Creation is primarily 't@ÞT Teferred to 
the Son of God. | 


Objeftion to thoſe Scriptures wherein 
the Deity of Chriſt is proved from that 
Divine Worſhip and Adoration which 
is given to him. Foraſmuch as al] the 
places that teſtify concerning Chriſt's di- 
vine Honour, do alſo teſtify that this 
Divine Honour was given to him at a cer- 
tain Time, and for a certain Cauſe ; it is 


plain, that the Divine Nature of Chriſt 


cannot thence be collected. And where- 
as it Is ſaid, 1/a. 4.2. 8. I will not give my 
Glory to another, it is meant; as is preſently 
added, nor my Praiſe to graven Images, 
God ſpeaketh of them who have no Com- 

munion 
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munion with him, and to whom, if any 
Glory and Honour be aſcribed, it re- 
dounded not to him. But he ſaith not, 
that he will not communicate his Glory 
with ſuch a one as Chriſt, which is de- 
pendent of him, and ſubordinate to him, 
for by this means no Diminution of his 
Glory is made, ſince the whole is referred 
to him. 

Anſwer, Firſt ; Though ſome places 
that reſtify concerning Chriſt*s Honous, 


_ do alſo teſtify that this Honour was given 


to him as at the time of his Exaltation 3 
and becauſe he had a Name given him a- 
bove every name, Phil. 2.9, 10. Yet the 
Divine Nature of Chriſt may be colle&ted 
from his Divine Honour and Worſhip 


* givento him. For the time and cauſe of 


the Exaltation.and Honour of Chriſt's hu- 


| mane Nature by Donation, doth not 


hinder the truth of his Divine Eſſence, 
from the Divine Honour aſcribed to him 3 
becauſe ſach Honour and Worſhip 1s not, 
nor cannot be ſimply conferred on Chriſt . 
as Man, but by virtue of his Divine Perſon: 
and this appears. from what 1s already 


| proved, that God only is to be worſhipped 
with Divine Worſhip, even Him only 


who is God by _—_ 


OC- 
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Secondly, To 1/a.. 42. 8. : they. ſay, \ 
That God's not giving his Gloty to ano- | 
ther,is an excluſion of Graven Images, but 
they will not allow it as a total Excluſion 
of all others. 

Anſwer. It's true that Graven Images 
are excluded, and ſo allo are all others 
whatſoever that arc created Beings ; for 
the words themſelves i import, that beſides 
Graven Images, . he will not give his Glo- 
ry to another, viz. Nature nor Perſon : 
So that even the Son himſelf, if he had 
not an uncreated Exiſtence, ſubſi ſting in 
the Nature of God, he would be excluded 
from Divine Glory, and therefore the Di- 
vine Glory aſcribed tohim, proves him 
to bea Divine Perſon. 

As to the reſt of thoſe Scriptures that 
[ have cited, to prove the Deity of Jeſus 
Chriſt, by the Divine Honour and Ado- 
ration given to him, I have not met with 
any that have aſlailed them, and there-_ 
fore I hope that no material Objection 
can be _ againſt them. 
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Wherein 1 anſwered ſome ObjeCions that are 


inferred by our Adverſaries, from divers 


Texts of Scripture againſt the Deity of Je- 
ſua Chriſt. | 


Bjection from Mark 13. 32. But of 

that Day and that Hour kaoweth no 
Han, no not the Angels which are in Hea- 
ven, neither the Son, but the Father, From 
this Scripture ſome do conclude, that 


Chriſt is not Gcd, becauſe he knew not 


all things. 

Anfwer, The Humanity of Chriſt might 
not know all things, until they were re- 
vealed by his Divine Perſon, as it did not 


know of that Day nor Hour ; for the Di- 


vine Perſon had not yet revealed it; and 
though the Humanity of Chriſt, which is 


' not the Divine Perſon of the Son; bur is 


only a part of Thriſt*s Perſon, is here cal- 


" led the Son; yet this impedes not the 


Text of this Expoſition, for the Humani- 
ty of Chriſt is ſometimes put for his Di- 
vine Nature, Johz 13. 13. 


3 Obje- 
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Objeftion from Afts 2.36. Therefore let 
all the Houſe of Iſrael know afſuredly, that 
God hath made that ſame Jeſus, whom ye have 
- Erucified, both Lord and Chriſt, From 
whence is formed this Syllogiim. 


He that was made Lord by another ; 


he, if he be a God, was alſo made a God 
by another. | 
But Jeſus, of whom it 1s certain that 
he is a God, was made Lord by God. 
Therefore he was alſo made a God by 
him. | 
Anſwer. T his Syllogiſm may be confeſſed, 
as it is reconcileable to the Human Nature 
of Chriſt : for as he was Man, he had a 
Name given him above every Name, and 
\ a Lordſhip or Kingdom, and Authority to 
execute Judgment, and was called Lord, 
Phil, 2. 8, 9. Iſa. 53. 12. Foh. 17. 27, 29. 
And ſo alſo as he did officially miniſter 
the Power of God, and was one to whom 
the Word of the Lord came, he may be 
called God, Foh. 10. 35, 36. Heb. 1. 1. 
and in this Senſe he may be ſaid to be 
made a God by the Father : but as this is 
not the proper'or ſupream Godhead and 
Lordſhip of Chriſt, becauſe it is not natu- 
ral nor eſlential, ſo doth it not oppoſe his 
natural. 
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. natural, eſſential, and ſupream Godhead, 


and Lordſhip, as he was God from all 
Eternity. | 


Objefion from Coloſſians 1:15. where 
Chriſt is ſaid to be the Eirſt-born of every 
Creature. 'TheFirſt-born muſt always be 
contained inthe number of them,of whom, 
except the Parents, it is {aid to. be the 
Firſt-born 3 and conſequently Chriſt muſt 
be comprekended in the Number of Crea- 
tures, whoſe Firſt-born he is ſaid to be. 

Anſwer.Chriſt's beivg the Firſt-born of 
every Creature, neither includes him to 
be only a Fellow-Creature with others, or 
excludes him from the Deity. 

- Firſt ; Becauſe Chriſt cannot properly 
be faid to be the Firſt-born of every Crea- 
ture, by Creation } for then it could not 
be faid, That Al things were made by him, 
and withont lim was not any thing maae that 
was made. unleſs a Creature could preexilt 
its own Creation, and glve it ſalf a Being. 
Folha 1. 3. 

Secondly; Chriſt's being call'd the Firſt- 
born of every Creature, cannot be under- 
ſtood of the natural Birth of ſome kind of 
Creatures ;- not of Man, for there was 
none created before Adam, 2nd. Eve was 
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the Mother of all Mankind, and Cain was 
her firit-born, not Chriſt ; neither could 
he be the firſt-born of Angels, fer they 
do not propagate their kind, Mark 12, 25. 
1 Cor. 15. 15. 

Thirdly ; Chriſt cannot be the firſt- 
; born of every Creature 1n time, preceed- 
ing all others-in the new Creation by Re- 
generation, unleſs he had exiſted in his 
humane Nature. before the Patriarchs and 
Prophets of old, and all the holy Men 
from the Foundation of the-World., 
. - But having ſpoken in the Negative, I 
ſhall now endeavour to demonſtrate how 
Chriſt 'may be called the firſt-born of eve- 
Ty Creature. 

1/#. Chriſt may be ſaid to be the firſt - 
born)of : every Creature from the Dead, 
in ike manner as he is'called the firſt be- 


| gotten of the Dead, and became the firſt 


Fruits of them that ſleep, 1 Cor. 15. 20. 
Rey. 1. 

2dly, Chriſt may alſo be called the 
hrit-born of every Creature, as preex- 
ifting every Creature in his Divine Na- 
ture 3 like as the ſame Apoſtle expounds It 
| Inthe following words, ver. 16, 17. For 
by bim were all things created, wwmand he i is bi- 
fore all things, and by him all things conf ff 
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AS if he ſhould ſay, the very reaſon 
wherefore I call him the firſt-born of eve- 
ry Creature, is (not. becauſe of Creation 
or natural Birth, or ſpiritual by Regene- 
ration) but becauſe he was before all 
things In reſpect of time, and Creator of 
them. Sothar it is clearly manitfelt there 
is no ground from this Text for any to 
believe that our Lord Jeſus Chrilt 1s e1- 
ther excluded from the true Godhead, or 
incinded'as a meer Creature amongſt o- 
thers, . by his being called the firlt- born of 
every Creature, | | 


0bj rection from "94 3. 14. where 
Cbrilt is called the beginning of the Crea- 
tion. 

ufo: This muſt not be undeeffvad 
as if Jeſus Chriſt were the firſt of Gods 
Creatures, but that he was the firſt that 
gavebelng or beginning to the Creatures : 
Rev. 22.13. I am Alpha and Omega, the 
begining and the end, the. firſt and the laſt. 
Beginning here. is the firſt by whom all 
things had their beginning, and not 
the firſt of Creatures that had its begin- 
ning- 
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CHAP. Ill. 


Containeth Anſwers to ajvers of the Sorinian 
Arguments againſt the Deity of Jeſus 
Chriſt. 


Bjeftion. If the Divine Nature of 


Chriſt were God, one with the Fa- 
ther and the Spirit ; then' the Father and 
the Spirit would be incarnate. 

Anſwer, The Union of the- Divine 
Perſons being in Nature and Eſſence, and 
not in Perſon, or perſonal Properties ; 
one Perſon in the ſame Nature, may be 
ſaid more properly to be incarnate than 
another. — 


Objefion. If Chriſt have two Natures, 
then not only that Perſon that did before 
exiſt is the Son of God, but the holy 
Iſſue of ' the Virgin alſo, ſo that that opi- 
nion would make two Sons of God, and 
conſequently two-Perſons inone Chriſt. 

Anſwer. Although the Divine Nature 
. of Chriſt which preexiſted his Incarnati- 
on, be the Son of God ; yet the Iſſie of 


the Virgin coming out. of the Loins of 
David, 
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David,, and receiving its matter from 


Man, cannot be naturally the Son of God, 


but the Son of Man : ſo that as Chriſt 
with reſpect to his Divine Nature, is the 
natural Son of God ; ſo likewiſe though. 
he was not penerated after the common 
way of Mankind, yet being deduced out: 
of the ſame matter, ſo far he is naturally 
che Son of Man.. But from hence I ſee no- 
reaſon to conclude that there are two Sons 

of God, or that Chriſt is two Perſons : 

for though the matter of Chriſt's Huma-. 
nity would have made a diſtinct Perſon, 
if it had been generated after the com- 
mon way z. yet it was never ſo, becauſe it 
never nad its Being but in Union with the 
Divine Nature,when the Perſon of the Son: 
was united to it, and ſo together became: 
the ſecond Adam, who was mage a quick-. 
ning Spirit in the one Perſon of Chriſt, 
Cor. 15. 45- So that the Humanity of 
Chriſt was but a part of his Perſon, and: 
no diftin&t Perſon of it ſelf; for Chriſt 
took on him the form of a. Servant only,. 
and not the Perfon, Phul. 2. 7.. Þ heScrip- 


tures declare: no ſuch thing as two Per- 


fons, but that he took oor Nature, which: 
became.a Perſon in the Divine Subfiſtence: 
of the Son :.f0 that the Perſon of Chriſt 
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"| was nota Compound of two diſtin Per- 

- ſons together, but the one Perſon of the 
| eternal Son of God, as it were clothed 
with Humanity ; for the whole:'Perſon of 
Chriſt, (zz. the: Word and Fleſh)1s repre- 
ſented to us, : as but one only begotten Son 
of God, John 1. 14,18. 


Objeition. Had Chriſt had a Divine Na- 
ture in being;the eternal Son of Goad;: he 
needed not. the Aſſiſtance of the Holy $pi- 
rit,. tofurniſh him with-a humane Nature 
from a Virgin, being himſelf able to pro- 
duce. it 'of her, unleſs you will ſay that 
his own Divine N ature was 1n the mean 
while; idle. : 

Anſwer, Eftwick, on 1 Biddle in page 208, 
209. . ah{wers this: ObjeCtion : he ſaith, 
* The Holy Ghoſt had no Efficiency or 
© Caſualty in the Incarnation - of our. 
< bleſſed Saviour, which was- not com- 
«.;mon.to the Trinity; for as Father. Son, 
«294 Holy Ghoſt are inſeparable; touch: 
« jng -the Divine Eſſente. and Power of 
<< working, 40 likewiſe are-they inſepa- 
<« rable in-their Operations. 

:i $4 *Tis a common: Compariſon to 1l- 


«&,1uſtrats#his Truth : Three Virgins.do' 


& jointly wake wg —— m_—_—_ of 
wc. We Laem 


Te ns ce - —_ —_— — — — p————>——_ 


'' Deity 'of Chriſt confauted. t3+ 
"them only to wear : ſo all the three 
= Perſons as one Cauſe, did produce the 
humane Nature ; yet wasit taken on- 
© 1y-into the Perſon of the Son of God. 
*S:Chriſt became Man,' not in regard of 
the -Divine Nature ſimply, which is 
***common i to Father, - Son,, and Holy 
*© Ghoſt, but as it ſubſiſts in the Son of 
- God bh m__ {| The word Original muſt 
bore _ wg ect o__ l '. bere be underſkood ac- 
—N riginal of -working, cording to the Author's 
| there 1s a difference, ſenſe of the perſonal Pre 
| © the Father as he is heminence of the Father, 


cc : foes 
of h1 rom #cording to his perſonal 
mſcif, andirom Subſeſtense in the Divine 


(A - 

2 no other ? {0 do th Nature, and not in te- 
RS he work from him- ſþeft to Original of time, 
F eeWFRIf, not from the | uy 
<&: Son. and the Son as he is from the Fa- 
| <© ther, ſo doth he alſo work from the Fa- 

<< ther : but becauſe there is no DiſtinCti- . 

«< on of the Perſons, in regard of the 

<:'format eſſential Principle of working 
< it- follows; there 1s no Diſtinction. or 
<< :Separation of : the Divine Perſons in 
<«< the work it ſelf. It was therefore both 
« an abſurd and blaſphemous Inference, 
< and that as you fay, from our Princi- 
<. ple, either that ir:was needleſs. for the 
:<< Holy Ghoſt to frame the Body = ou! 

EY . OTG: 


« AN PRCRES SA co ae cum CI Tr ts aw mn. 
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& Lord, orelſe that the Divine Nature 
« of the Son of God was idle. Will you 

<« grant then (which by this your Reaſon 
«< muſt needs follow) becauſe Chriſt was 
© conceived by the Holy Ghoſt, there- 
© fore God the Father was idle, and not 
© the prime Worker of this marvellous t 
© Conception. 

What is herecited out of this learned 
Man, ſufficiently ſhews the Weakneſs of 
this ObjeAion againlt the. Deity of Jeſus 
Chriſt. 


Pr = $0 1 


CHAP. IV. 


Wherein is anſwered fome Objettions arainſt 
the Scriptures that prove the voy of the 
Holy G bop. 


Bjeftion to Matth. 28. 19. Baptizing 
| them in the Name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt. 
It cannot be rightly inferred, ; oh be- 
cauſe the Holy Spirit is here ranked with 
the Father and the Son, therefore he is 

val to them ;, by this account when the 
Apoſtle t Tim. 5- 21. faith, 7 charge thee 
(Gr. 7 obteft) before God and the Lord Fe- 


ſus 
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Jus Chriſt, and. the. ele Angels, that thou 
abſerve theſe things without Prejudice, doing 
nothing by Partiality; joyning the elect 
Angels with the Father and - the Son : 
this would imply that the ele&t;Angels are 
equal.with the Father and.the Son;, . . .-, 

; Anſwer, There 1s not the ſame reaſon 
to imply from this of Timethy,, that. the 
cleft Angels are equal to. the Father and 
the Son;, as there 1s ;for the.:Holy Spirit's 
Equality withthem, from Marth. 28., For 
if .we rightly conſider theſe two Scrip- 
tures, we may eaſily ſee that they are not 
Parallels ; but that the Holy Spirit, and 
the elect Angehb, are joincd together with 
the.Father and the Son, upon far different 
accounts; the one are ranked together, 
not. as Equals with the Father and the Son, 
but. becauſe they are miniſtring Spirits 
that have their Eyes on the Church of* 
God, and behold the. Order and Diſci- 
pline of it, whoſe Work and ,Office is:to/ 
attend:upon it, and be familiar about ity 
t Cor. 1k, 10. P/ſal. 34. 7. Inſomuch that 
we ought to be very careful of ſpeaking 
or doing any unſeemly thing that might 
hinder the Miniſtration of thoſe. blela 
and Holy Spirits. . Now: for this caule 
Panl exhorteth Timothy to obſerve. thoſe 

Dn, | things 
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things, as in the Preſenct of God, and of 


the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and the Holy An- 
gels ; and therefore they are ranked toge- 
ther, and 'not as'Equals-1f 'Natureand 
Divine Worſhip ; for-they' refife to aſ- 


| ſume that Gloty which is' peculiarly/pro- 


per to God alone, Rev. 22. So that" this 
Text relates to'the Infpeftion of Angels, 
1fta the Obedience of the Saints, inthe 
way of which ProttEtion 1s miniltred to 
them'by the Angels, who are ſaid to en- 
camp round about thoſe / that fear 'the 
Lord, P/al. 34. 7. Or elfe the Apoſtle 
ſhews, by ranking theſe' three together, 
that 'the' Angels are Witneſſes to this 
Eharge, though in-all thihgs elf "they 
cannot be, ankeſe they could fearcly tite 
Heart, and try the Reins.” And'why may 


not the Apoſtle take them in as! Witneſſes, 


as 'Mofes d1d; - who called Heaven, and 
Earth; viz.” God, Angels; and <Men, 
Joining them as: Witneſles «nt gm 
that he hail '{=t" before” thei Tift Uard 


"Death ?'&c. Dent. 30.19; But the Holy 


Spirit, Matth.'28; is not ranked together 
with! the Father.and the Son, only as a 
miniſtring Spirit, or as one'that beareth 
Witnef$ together 'with:them-in-any mat- 
ter, bur tobe &ually honoured With _ 
NT: 7 ON : 
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both : for in this Ordinance of Baptiſm, 
wherein we worſhip God, in acknowledg- 


Ing what he hath done for us in order to, 


Salvation, we are commanded to aſcribe 
It to" the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit., 
And there is reaſon for it : For though the 
Father had accepted the Merits of his Son, 
on conditions of true Faith and Repen= 
tance ; yet if the Holy" Spirit had not uns 
dertaken to work' theſe Conditions in us, 
we: had been 'loſt ;' ſo that we are9b-, | 
liged, both from the Werk itſelf, andthe 
Command of God, to attribute the ſame 
Honour to the one"as to theother : and 
herein chiefly -lies: the Difference of this 
Text from that of Timothy, becauſe this 
commands Divine' Worfhip' to be gtven to 
the Holy Gkoſt, together with: the 'Fa- 
ther and the' Son which declares' his Di- 
vine Natore: ” ng 
Objettion! to fat <6. 9 IO. | tbiripieed 
with ARS 38/55.,26; 27. 'T'& theſe two 
Scriptures”: T have rhct: with: 'Biddles 'Ob- 
jecions, Rated and ? anſwered ready to 
my Hand by'Mr. Efwick;," in: his Confuta- 
tion of: Biddle*s/Cenifeſlion ot- Faith; Page 
307. 'whofe' Words-1. Pg prefer rather! 
than my! own! 9 727 fol 'n 
Biddle; : 


. - - Lennie Rue eto. gy” 4 eas n 


I <3 6 4 "19g to Seriptuxie = i 


. Biddle; © In the one place the Lord ſaid, 
< in the other the Holy Ghoſt ; therefore 
*© the Adverfaries do conclude, the Ho- 
* ly Spirit is the Lord, This arguing is 
* yery frivolous : for at this rate I may 
*© conclude that 2eſes is the Lord ; com- 
is pare Exod. 32.11. Iſraclites are called 
* God's People, ver. 7. God calls them 


* the People of Moſes : and Iſa. 65... 
* I am found of them that ſought me. not,, 


* Rom: 10. 20. //aiah is, more bold, and 
*© ſaith, / was found of them that acked not 
* after me; therefore 1ſaiab is the Lord. 
* God is ſaid by his Power to ſave us, 
* 2 Tim. 1. 8, 9. Paul attributes the 
*: fame to himſelf, 1 Cor, gp. 22. and to 
* Timothy, 1 Tim. 4. 36. therefore Paul, 
ih yea Timothy, .is God. If-the Adverſa- 
« ries. ſay.theſe things are otherwiſe a- 
& ſcribed unto the Lord, than to the 
« Men aforeſaid : I anſwer.. it is more 


* thap-the Texts thenelves hold: forth, 


«< which-neither expreſs nor intimate any 
« fyck.thing. : If they ay, tha; if not 
<« intheſe,- yet other Texts, and the Na- 
* ture of thething it felf doth ſufficient- 
© ly teach it : I reply that I'can make 
< the ſame. Anſwer, touching the-Lord 
a <= and his Holy Spirit z but it s —_ 

tnere 
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_ © there:.is ſuch an Intimation in the Texts 


*© themſelves; for in the one the Lord 
"* ſpake to 1/aiahrin a Viſion; in the 
** other, That the Holy Ghoſt ſpake 
** them by 1/aiahto the Fathers. Theſe 
** two are different, ſince 1ſaiah only 
** heard thefe Words in the Viſion ; for 
© "had the Fathers been there, why ſhould 
*© God bid 1/aiah go, and tell them to the 
** People ; Pazl aſcribes theſe Words to 
** the Holy Ghoſt, to intimate only, that 
** whatſoever 'was. ſpoken in the Scrip- 
« ture,. was. recorded. by the Inſpiration 
- - the Holy Spirit, and. ſo ſpoken by 
"=o RD 5 
Anſwer. © Your Elnſions to avoid the 
<* ſtrength of the Argument are valn, 
«. and your Examples taken out of the 
*. Scriptures, are. falacia parinm, areun- 
& like to this in hand. _ Sometimes an In- 
<« ſtrument ſpeaks in. the Name of the 
«© great God that ſent him. This is 
* your Evaſion, therefore it mult be ſo 
«© taken; /4.6. compared with A7s28, 
<« this is a plain Fallacy. Exod. 32. Mo- 
<« ſes calleth the Iſraelites God*s People in + 
«© Covenant withhim ; and God calls them 


; * rhe People of Moſes,being under the Curſe 


<« of the Law, by reaſon of their Idola- 
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try ; and becauſe he 1 was God's Inſtru- 
ment to bring them. out of Egypt, and 
to conduct them in the Wilderneſs ; 
It is apparent to every one, and the 
Text ho'ds it forth, that they were 
otherwiſe. God's People, and other- 
wiſe the People of Moſes, he being .a 
finite, diſfinct and ſeparate Subſtance 
from the Lord God Almighty. We 
grant, that becauſe theſe are different, 
therefore it would be abſurd to infer, 
that Moſes is the Lord : where is the 
Holy Ghoſt called God's Servant, or 
God's Inſtrument? © © 

** The ſecond place, 1ſa. 65. CG with 
Rom, Io. 20. in the one place it is ſaid, 
1 am found of thoſe that Jought me not 3 
ſo ſaith God, in another pre: ; Taiah 


faith the ame Words; therefo! r & Tſaiab 


is the Lord. © It is clear” the' Lord by 
Iſaiah foretold the Converſion of the 
Gentiles, .and that he by his'Grace mo- | 
ved ther) to ſeek 'him,--bzfore: they 


"Jooked fot. Satyation by Chriſt!" '$t.>Paul | 


relating "he 'fathe Text; th&weth' that 
Iſaiah freely pake of the calling of the 
Gentiles. | Who. is ſo blind, as not to 
ſee clearly, that 1/aiah uſed thoſe | 
Words, as Go@ts Meſlenger *'in*the 
«© Name 
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** Name of the Lord? and what is more 
** uſual with the Prophets than to uſe 


 ** ſach Words, to gain due reſpect: to 


*© their Words? Thws ſaith the Lord. 


©. This Example then is not parallel to 


"* that under Debate it is not agreeable 
** to the Scripture-Language for the Holy 


. © Ghoſt to ſpeak in the. Name of the 


© Lord. | ' 
*© The third, touching God's ſaving, 
** and Pauls ſaving, is as unfit, and as 


- * far from the Mark, as the former ; for 


** evident it- is, that Paul himſelf could 
** not plant, except God gave the Bleſ- 
*« ſing, and he always aſcribes Salvation 
<<. to God, as the principal cauſe thereof, 


© and confeſſtth that he is but God's In- 


&« ſtrument, by whoſe Miniſtry he ſaved 
** much People. A Creature :cannot. be 
<*.properly called God, nor doth any 
< other Scripture, or the nature of the 
*« thing it ſelf teach any ſuch thing 3 


| < nor doth the New Teſtament, unleſs 


-- by quoting Texts ont-of the old 3 Sha- 
*« dows being; gone, uſe.ſuch.Expreſlions, 
** leſt we ſhould conceive Gods ſubordi- 
** nate to the High God : This you grant, 
** but you add withal, That you can make 


** the ſame anſwer, . touching the. Lord and 
cc 
the 
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the Holy Ghoſt, You have the Face not 
to bluſh at ſtrange Anſwers :. What ts 
it that you cannot write? But it you 


ſhould be peremptory in ſuch an An» | 


ſwer, you cannot make it good. What 
Line in God's Words, yea, what proba- 
bility can you produce for. this Parallel. 
It is great Reaſon that if a Man wall 


goo * ————_— —_ 
ah jy 


forſake the Common Road, that he | 
ſhould give a good account of his going *' 


into By- Ways, not trodden by Paſlen- 


gers many hundred years together : - It * 
s well, that. by your.own Gonfellion, 


the other alledged>Scriptures, do clear- 
ly diftinguiſh betwixt the principal 
Cauſe and Inſtrument; and it will be 
requiſite, if you look to be credited, 
that yan demonſtrate by the Cireum- 
ſtances of. the Text, 7/a.6. or by ſome 
other convincing Proof, that the Holy 
Spirit is a created Angel ; and that he 
is in a proper Notion God's Ambaſla- 
dor, and his Inſtrument to inſpire the 
Holy Prophets, to diſcharge their Em- 
baſly,, which is a Task, I know, 1mpoſ- 
fible to be performed by you. 
*© 'There 15 (ſay you) az intimation inthe 
Texts themſelves ,, for Iſaiah only heard 
the words in a Viſion, and. mas ta tell them 
CC T: 
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to the People not preſent with him : But 


Paul aſcribes them to the Holy Ghoſt, be- , 


cauſe whatſoever was ſpoken in the Scrip- 
tures, 1s recorded by the infpiration of the 
Holy Ghoſtand ſo ſpoken by him. This Is 
then his meaning : Theſe Words were 
from the Lord as firſt delivered by him 
to 1/aiah ; and from the Holy Ghoſt, as 
they were penn'd in the Scripture. 
This is a ſenfleſs and gronndleſs Flig- 
ment; as though the Holy Ghoſt ſpoke 
not as well to 1/azah, in that Viſion to 
deliver his Meflage to the People, as to 
inſpire bim to write infallibly what he 
had heard in that Divine Viſion. 
there any intimation of difference in 
theſe to be diſtinguiſhed Actions ? and 
as tho the Lord himſelf did not both ? 
The Current-of the Scripture is'to this 
purpoſe, without a ſhadow 'of Contra- 
dition. Take that one place, 2 Per. 1. 
20, 21. No Prophecy of Scripture us of any 
private Taterpretation. Prophets 'pro- 
pheſied 'not totheir Auditors their own 
Senſe, but God's Mind : For Prophecy 


& caitie not at any time by the Will of Man : 
&«< but holy Men of God ſpake as 'they were 
« moved by the Holy GhoiF, So that they 
« were acted by the Spirit, -not only in 
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« writing, but in ſpeaking ; yea, thoſe 


© Prophets which were .not God's Pen- | 
< men, as Els and Eliſha,. yet were in- þ 


« ſpircd by the Holy Ghoſt : Such vain 
&« Fancies as yours are, Mr. Bidale, can 
« pleaſe none but vain and unſetled 
<< Heads. 

To this I add, that the Lord's ſpeaking | 
to T/aiah in the Viſion chap. 6. and the ' 
Holy Ghoſt ſpeaking by him to the Fa- 
thers, A#s 28. cannot be underſtood.that 
at two different times the Lord and. the 
Holy Ghoſt fpake to the Prophet. . x. Be- 
cauſe the Holy Ghoſt did not only inſpire 
the Prophet afterwards to record in wri- 
ting his Meſlage to the Fathers, but by 
Word ſent the Prophet, ſaying, Go unto 
this People, - and ſay, &c. So that the 
Prophet was to ſay to the Fathers, what 
the Holy Ghoſt had ſaid by word to him 
in the Viſion. 2dly. Becauſe Fohr tells us, 
Foh. 12. 41. that 1ſaiah ſaid theſe things 
when he ſaw his Glory.and ſpake of him ; 
whereby it is manifeſt, that the Prophet 
ſpake theſe things unto the Fathers from 
the Month of the Lord, and the Holy 
Ghoſt in the Viſion. And foraſmuch as 
the Apoſtle tells us, that it was the Holy 


Ghoſt which ſpake in that Viſion,it ſhews, 
that 
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that he is the ſame Lord and Jehovah that 
the Seraphims worſhipped. | 


"Objection to 1' Cor. 3. 16. Know ye 
not that ye are the Temple of God, and that 
the Spirit of God awelleth in you ? Tt is ob- 
jected by ſome from this place, that the 
Holy Spirit is God, in that our Body is 
{ſaid to be his Temple. I anſwer, That it 

would follow, could it be proved, that 
our Body is ſo the Templg of the Holy 
, F; Spirit, as to be hisby the higheſt Intereſt, 
| and primarily dedicated to his Honour 
| — they are his by Inhabitation. . The 
| &\ Spirit is diſpoſed" of, and given by God 
, to us, and conſequently he is ours by In- 
| tereſt, not we his: And accordingly the 
| Apoſtle concludeth from thence, that we 
ought with our Body to glorify not the 
Spirit, but God, who 1s openly diſtin- 
guiſhed from the Spirit, and declared to 
be the Proprietor of our Body. | 

Anſwer, Firſt, They ſay indeed that our 
Body is not the Temple of the Holy 
Ghoſt by Intereſt, but they cannot prove 
it, for our being his by Inhabitation, ex- _ 
cludes not our being his by Intereſt, any 
'# more than God's dwelling in the Temple 
which Solomon built, did exclude his —_— 
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eſt Intereſt to it,” and its chief Dedicati- 
on to his* Glory ; 3 but our being h1s 
firſt by Intereſt, makes us bis by Inhabi- 
tation. 

Secondly ; Though the Holy Spirit be 
. given of God,. and ſo by donation beco- 

meth ours ; yet neither doth this exclude 
us from: being bis by the ligheſt Right ; 
for the Holy Spirit's being ſent, and gi- 
Ven. to us, ſheweth this Oſhce and nor his 
Efſence, of which 1 ſhall ſpeak hereafter : 
and if his. being ſent doth not diſprove 
his Divine Eſſence, it cannot diſprove us 
from {being his by the higheſt Right, 
which 1s in eitect the ſame. 

Thirdly ; Nor doth it thence follow, 
that.becaufe the Apoſtle ſaith, we mutt 
glorify God in our Body, that therefore 
he (not the Spirit ) 4s the Proprietor of 
our Bodies. For if the Holy Ghoſt had a 
leſſer Right to our Body, as a Creature 

only helping with us to worſhip ,God, 
oor Body could not be properly ſaid to 
be his Temple ; for no Temple beareth 
the Name of the Worlhippers ( which 
"then with.us the Spirit would be.) but of 
. him that :dwelleth therein, and is wor- 
' ſhipped : and therefore ſeeing that our 


Body is the Temple of the Holy Ghoſt, 
and 


___— 
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the Holy Spirit from the higheſt Intereſt 
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and it conſequently follows, that he is'to 
be glorified therein, it then agrees with 


the Apoſtle's words, Glorify God im your 
Boay. And to ſay that the Holy Ghoſt - 


* inhabits the Temple of God, 1 Cor. 2. 16. 


and receives the ſame Worſhip, either 

defiles, and diſhonours his Temple, and 
elves his Glory to another, or acknow- 
ledgeth the Holy Spirit to be God : And 
therefore as we muſt not preſume to 
think that the Holy Apoſtle ſhould ſo 
diſhonour the Temple of God, and pol- 
lute his Holy Name, as to aſcribe the 
name of a Creature to it ; So we may 
conclude, that our Body which is the 
Temple of God ( as appears in 1 Cor. 3. 
16, ) would not be aſlerted to be the 
Temple of the Holy Ghoſt, unleſs by his 
higheſt Intereſt as he is God. And though 
our Adverſaries would have the words 


| | Glorify God in your Body 7] to in- 
; force the Senſe of the Text, in favour 


of their opinion 3 yet they have a far 
different Signification, than to bring in 
God as Proprietor of our Body, in op- 
poſition to the Holy Ghoſt's higheſt In- 
tereſt to us : For the Apoſtle does not in- 
tend by theſe words either to exclude 


[NO] 
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to our Bodies, or to intimate to us, that 
God and the Holy Ghoſt are two dit- 
ferent Eſſences, but he rather deſigns, by 
the wotd God indefinitely ſpoken ( in- 
ſtead of the Holy Spirit before mentio- 
ned ) toinclude alſo the Father and the 


Son 5 that not only the Holy Ghoſt, but 


all three Divine Perſons ſhouid be glori- 
fied tn our Body, and in our Spirit, 
which are God's. Now let us ſum up 
the whole, and ſee what our Adverſaries 
gain by theſe ObjeCtions. Firſt, I have 
ſhewed that our being his by Inhabirati- 
on, excludes not our being his by Intereſt. 

Nor, Secondly, does the Donation of 
the Holy Ghoſt, or his being ſent, exclude 
our being his by the higheſt Rizht. Nor 
yet, Thirdly, do theſe words Glorif: 

God in your Boay, deſtroy the primacy 


of the Holy Spirit, to our Bodies : And | 


if neither of theſe diſprove that our Bo- 


dy is the Temple of the Holy Ghoſt by 
the higheſt Right, and asprimarily dedi- | 
cated to his Glory ; then nothing yet ' 
they have faid, can diſprove his Deity | 


from this Scripture : for, as it 1s confeſled, 
that to prove the one 1s to prove the 0- 
- ther; ſo not to diſprove the one, is not 
to diſprove the other. 

Objetion 
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| conſequently the Myſtery or hidden 


monies thereof. 


prove the Holy Spirit's Deity. 147 


Obje&tion to 2 Cor. 3.17, Now the Lord 
z that Spirit and where the Spirit of the 
Lord ti, there is Liberty. By | thatSpirit] 
Is not here meant the third Perſon in the 
Holy Trinity ; but the Expreſſion im- 
plieth the ſame Spirit that was before in 
the 6th Verſe, oppoſed to the Letter, and 


Senſe of the Law, denoted by the Letter ; 
for thus the word Spir:t is to be taken, 
Rom.2.29, Circumciſion u that of the Heart, 
in the Spirit, and not in the Letter. And 
Rom. 7.6. But now we are delivered from 
the Law, that being dead wherein we were 
held , that we ſhould ſerve in newneſs of Spi- 
rit.and not in the oldneſs of the Letter. And 
Rev. 11. $8; where Jeruſalem is myſtically 
and ſpiritually called Sodom and £Egypr. 
Wherefore the Senſe of the Words of 
Paul is this, namely, That the Lord 
Chriſt is the Myſtery, Life, Scope and 
Kernel of the Law; as being both fore- 
told therein, and prefigured by the Cere- 


Anſwer, Firſt ; As they ſay Spirit is not 
put for his Perſon, in ver. 6, 8. but for 
his Effefts ard Operations, or Goſpel- 
Miniſtration ; however ir cannot from 
> 92 thence 
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thence follow, that Spirit in ver. 3, 17,18. 


is put only for his Effefts, and not his 


Perſon. 

1/#. Becauſe the Effects of the Spirit, 
(viz. his Writing,and Goſpel-Liberty) is 
joined together with the Spirit ; and 
therefore the Spirit here 1s not put for his 
Effects,but for Himſelf 3 and ſo it is in ver. 
18. where it's ſaid, We are changed into the 
ſame Image, from glory to glory, even as by 
the Spirit of the Lord. | Margent, Of the 
Lord the Spirit. JHere allo the effect of the 
Spirit, to wit, our change into the ſame 
Image of Chriſt*s Glory, being joined to- 
gether with the Spirit ( there is a neceſli- 
ty that by Spirit muſt be meant his Per- 
fon, and not Effect.) And this is-noted 
to us by the Tranſlators of our Bible, in 
writing [ Spirit] with a great Letter, 
when for his Perſon, and with a little 
Letter, when the Spirit is put for his Ef- 


_ ets, which may be ſeen in this Chapter, 


A I rr rt es een a mms 


where thrice ver. 3, 17, 18. the Perſon of | 


the Spirit is underſtood, and thrice his 
Effects, ver. 6, 8. 

2dly. That the Lord Chriſt, is the My- 
ſtery, Life, Scope, and Kernel of the 
Law, as being both foretgld therein, and 
prefigured by the Ceremonies thereof, 
may 


| 
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may be granted to them, but not that 
this is properly intended by thoſe Words, 
[ The Lord « that Spirit ] as pointing 
thereby only to his Effects in ver. 6, 8. 
7 ecauſe we may better refer thoſe 

oxds to that Spirit, which is put for his 
Perfen in ver. 3. which, as it there ap- 
pears1Is the efficient cauſe of the Epiſtle of 
Chriſt written both in the Hearts of the 
Apoltles, and of the Church of Corinth, 
ver. 2, 3- SO that [that Spirit] is there 
firſt put for his Perſon, and the efficient 
cauſe of the Effects, for which it is put 
in ver. 6, 8. and afterwards in ver. 17, 
18. being joined with his effects, and 
thereby differenc'd as the efficient cauſe 
and Perſon of the Spirit, is ſaid to be the 
Lord, or, as it is expreſt, the Lord is that 
Spirit : and therefore if they will have 
theſe words [7 that Spirit } wer. 17. to 
point at Spirit before mentioned in the 
Chapter, it muſt then be referred to 
Verſe 3d, Perſon to Perſon, and not Per- 
fon to effeft. 2dly, Nothing is more 
plain than that Spirit in ver. 17. muſt be 
taken for his Perſon, becauſe his Effects 
are ſo ſtrongly joined to him,viz. Liberty, 
which the Goſpel it ſelf, (viz. the Letter 
of. it) does not give, but by- the Power 
<1 and; 
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and Efficacy of the Holy Spirit. So that 


It's clear from the Text, that by theſe 
words, [the Lord is that Spirit] mult be 
underſtood the Perſon of the Spirtt in the 
Unity of Eſſence with the ſecond Perſon, 
the Son of God. 3adly, In Verſe 18. 
- We are ſaid with open face to behvld : as 

#n a Glaſs, (viz, of the Goſpel) the Glory 


of rhe Lord, by whom we are changed in- _ 


to the ſame Image from Glory to Glory, 


even as by the Spirit of the Lord, [or the 
| Lord the Spirit, ] Which whither It be) 
meant of. our being more and more re- 


newed in the Spirits of our Minds 1n this 
World, or, asI rather take it, from the 
Glory of the Lord, which we behold in 
the Glaſs of the Goſpel, to our eternal 
Glory ; yet it is by the Lord the Spirit, 
the efficient Cauſe of this change, and 
therefore it is not the Effe&, or Grace of 
the Spirit only, but his Perſon. 

4ly. The Dutch Tranſlators read 


ver, 17. The Lord is [. the Spirit ] and 


not [ that Spirit ] and ſo it does not 
point to rol before-named, but is. to 


be underftoW as the Words lie'in them- 
ſelves; and thus it cuts off the Relation, 
and is not governed by what is meant by 


Spirit going before. So that I ſee no 4-4 
on 


Furs. _— —_ 


"rn 


TIT — WY 
Ly 


£4... 


prove the Holy Spirit's Deity. 151 
ſon wherefore theſe Objettions ſhould 


weaken the Proof -of the Deiry of the 
Holy Spirit from this Scripture. 


Objetiion to 1 Fohn 5, 7. For there are 
three that bear Record in Heaven, the Fa- 
ther, the Word, and the Holy Ghoſt, and 
theſe three are one, The Sum of what is 
objected againit this Scripture, being laid 
down, and learnedly as well as largely 
confuted by Mr.- Francis Chinell in his 
Book of the Divine Trinunity, I ſhall 
make a Recital of his Words ſo far as it is 
needful to our purpoſe, from page 251, 
to Page 256. © It 1s objefted by ſome, 
& that the words, Theſe three are one, 
1 Fohn 5.7, are not tobe found in ſome 
ancient” Copies, and therefore it will 
© not be ſafe to build a Point of ſuch 
«< Weight and Conſequence upon ſuch a 
«© weak Foundation. : 

« Anſwer, It is true * 5i Syrum ceteroſque 
« that theſe Words ſtinwr, wbiatus ad 

IAUETRLAY, VEL Ah KEASSIT EA 
- are NOL 5G bz* found que imprinis elegans 

In the Syriac Editl- turbatw. Mihi qui ta- 

« on, but they who !em pie uſmparunt in 


CC 


| ©. ſpeak moſt modeſt- /acris licentiam Seoue- 


« ly, do acknowledg 20! _ Heinſ1us, - 
« that the Syriac Eai- ; ; 
&« t;on is not authentick, H 4 Learned 
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Learned Heinſius is much offended with 
that Edition, as appears by his Anno- 
tations upon I John5.7. And if we 
conſult the Scriptures, and compare 
this Text with the following Verſes, 
and with ſome other places of Scrip- 
ture, which are more plain, and then 
add the Teſtimony and Interpretati- 
ons of the ancient and reverend Do- 
ors of the Church, concerning the 
Words in queſtion ; we ſhall beable to 
prop right-Judgment upon the point in 
and, - 

* Firſt, The Equality of the number 
of Witneſſes, ſutes very right,three Wit- 
neiſes on Earth, and rhree in Heaven. 

*© Secondly, The oppoſition between the 
Quality of the Witneſſes 0» Earth, and 


. Witneſſes 772 Heaven ;, and yet their 


fweet Harmony and Agreement in one 
Teſtimony ; al fix bear Witneſs to one 
and the ſame Truth. | 
© Thirdly, The Drverſiy of the very 

Nature of thoſe three who bear Wit- 
neſs on Earth, and the Unity of thetr 
Divine Nature, who bear Witneſs in 
Heaven, Is very conſiderable, and it is 
excellently expreſſed in the Variation 


© of the Phraſe ; Theſe three are one, ver. 


-« +, and 
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7. and theſe three agree 7 qze ; name> 
ly, in one Teſtimony, ver. 8. Though 


their Nature be different, yet their Teſti< | « 


mony” is the ſame. But it is objected, 


that the Complutenſian Bible: ſaith of 


the Heavenly Witneſles, that theſe three 


agree 12 one, ver. 7. | humbly offer this. 
Satisfaction to pious and learned Men; 


That we have good reaſon to believe, 
that there 1s an imprudent Addition 11 
the Complutenſian Bible, rather than an 
Omiſſion of ſo many ancient and ap» 


- Proved Bibles ; and therefore it is fit 


chat that Addition ſhould be expunged 
out of that one Copy, by the concur- 


rent Teſtimony of ſo many Copies. - 
Moreover, it 1s clear by the joint Teſti-: 


mony of other Copies, that the words 
& wa are.omitted in ver. 7. and the 
words *s5 Tt ta", belong to wer. $,, 
and therefore there is an. inexcuſable 
Omiſſion, and an 

imprudent Tranſ- + zzrces ſatis fallaces 
me 
rupt f Edition, port, 


| — a editione 84. 8Xcuſa 
*© But then 1t1s fur- pr = Bil. pas Lies 


theſe Words, Theſe 18. 


three. are one, are 
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wanting in ſome other Greek Copies. 
For Anſwer I proceed in my Obſerva- 
tions. . | ns. | 

* Fourthly, If we look upon the Scrip- 
ture-Account in other places, we ſhall 
find it exaCtly agreeable to the Account 
in this place, 1 Fohn 5.7. 

* In John. 8. our Saviour pleads that 


two Witneſſes in Law were ſufficient for 


the Proof of any Point, John 8. 17. and 
in ver, 10. faith he, 1 am one, and my 
Father that ſent me is another; they are 
two Witneſſes, and yet but one God, 
T and my Father are. one, John 10. 30. 
One in Power, and therefore one in Na- 
ture: He ſpeaks not of the Spirit, be- 
cauſe Chriſt was not yet glorified; nor 


" was the Spirit yet manifeſted by that 


eminent and glorious Miſſion and Efty- 
ſion, which was to follow after the 
Aſcenſion of our bleſied Lord. But he 
aid foretel that the third Witneſs was to 
be ſent from the Father by the Son, John 
I5. 26. But when the Comforter ts come 
whom 1 will . ſend unto you from the Fa- | 
ther, even the Spirim of Truth, which | 
proceedeth from the Father, He fhal/ 
teſtify of ne, 1 might add to theſe 


© Teſtimonies all other places of Scrip- 


* ure, 


| © trons of Arianiſm. 


©. a.Spiris, as Ambroſe 
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© ture, wherein all the three Witneſles 
<« are named together, and then produce 
< all the places which have been former- 
& ly cited: in this Book, to prove the co- 
<< eſſential Trinunity of thoſe Heavenly 
© Witneſſes. | - 

« Fifthly, The Copulative [and] in 
© the beginning of the verſe, 1 Johz 5. 
<«« 8, doth very fitly connect the whole 
<« ſeventh Verſe with the eight,as they are 
{© printed in our ordinary Tranſlation. 

&« Srxthly, Hierom doth aſſure us that 


| < phe Words-in queſtion were expunged by the 


© Arians, becauſe the few Words do hold 
« forth an undeniable Proof of the Divine 
© and Coeſſential Trinunity of thoſe Hea- 
« venly Witneſſes. And divers other learn-. 
« ed and judicious Men concelve that 


\ < theſe Words were blotted out in the 


<< time of Conſtantin and Yalens the Em-. 
© perors, who were {worn Encmies. of 
<< the bleſſed Trinity, 


« and profeſſed Pa- |Vide Ambro. lib; 
3 de ſpiritu ſanto. 
cap. 11, jurats verita- 
tis hoſtes Iucem hanc non 
tulerunt ideoque eraſe- 


rt, Vide Heinfium. 
in 1 Joh. 5. 7s. 


« Seventhly, The 
<«< Hereticks did blot 
« out thoſe Words, 
& || Fohn 4. 24. God 75 


allures, 


..* aſſures us; and therefore this Practice 
©. Of repugning ſuch Words in the Scrip- 
«. ure as did refute their Errors, was 
.. too common amongſt the Hereticks of 
- old, as we might prove by Witneſſes 
enough, if that were our Buſineſs. 
*-*Ezghthly, Theſe Words, 1 John 5. 7. 
are to be found in Copies of great An- 
tiguity and beft Credit. 
«© * Ninthly, This 
* Athanaſ. Tow, x, © Text iscited by the 
Pag. 91, 92, 93. «© ancient Fathers, by 
EY, - © Athanaſmns in his 
- Diſpute with Arizs at the Council of 
D Nice, and Arims never denied it for to 
- be Scripture, which certainly he would 
- have done, if there had been any 
T doubt made of it in the primitive 
., Limes. It 1s cited by Cyprian 1n his 
Book de Unitate. Eccleſis. Paxillus in 


* his Book ds Monomachia, proves by -an' 


CG 
Induction of the learned Docors of 
w: the Church, both before and fince A- 
Ri thanaſins, that the Doctrine of the co- 
., eſſential Trinunity of theſe Heavenly 
Witneſſes, was generally received by 
< all that were eſteemed orthodox and 
« pious in the Church of Chriſt. Calo- 
« 4i# alſo in his Fidespatrum ante C oncils- 
© wa 
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um Nicenum, gives 11 a Catalogue for 


-** the Satisfaction of all that deſire Reſo- 


lution in this weighty point. [See Ay. 
** Eſtwick of the Godhead of the Holy 
* Ghoſt. Dr. Alting his Vindication of 
this Text in bis Confutation of the Ra- 
 Covian Catechiſm.) | 


h— 


CHAP. V. 


Wherein are anſwered ſome Objelions infer- 
red by our Adverſaries from divers Texts of 
Scripture, to diſprove the Deity of the Ho- 
ly Ghofp. 


(Jin from Matth. 11. 27. Al 
things are delivered unto me of my Fa- 
ther, and no Man knoweth the Son but the F a= 
ther ;, neither knoweth any Man the Father 
fave the Son, and he to whomſoever the Son 
will reveal bim. How could this be true, 
were the Holy Spirit a Divine Perſon 
diſtin from the Father and the Son, and: 
in all things equal unto both ? for ſome 
other - beſides the Father would have 
known the Son, and ſome other beſides 
the Son would have known the Father, 
namely the Holy Spirit. 

Hnjwer,, 


155 Objeitions from Texts: + 
 Azxſwer, Firſt, We muſt not underſtand' 
this Text in the ſtricteſt ſenſe, as 1f Chriſt. 
li the Son of God was not known at that 
! _ time by any beſides the Father. 
| 1. He was known as Man, Fobrn 7. 27; 
We know this Man whence he t. 
2. He was known as the Son of God, 
Fobn 1. 41, 49. Said Andrew to Simon Pe- 
ter, We have found the Meſſias—Natha- 
niel anſwered and ſaid unto him, Rabbi, 
Thou art the Son of God, thou art the King 
of Iſrael. His Diſciples believed on him, 
chap. 2.11. and others, chap. 4.53. . 
Secondly, Neither is this Scripture to 
be conſidered, as though Chriſt's Diſci- 
ples and others then had not ſome Know- 
ledg of God the Father ; for in John 6. 44, 
45. it is ſaid, No Man can come tome, 
except the Father draw him, ——Every Man 
therefore that hath heard, and hath learned. 
of the Father, cometh unto me. So that no 
Man could come to Chriſt without ſome 
Knowledg and Teachings of God the 
Father. ; 
Thirdly, It then follows that if this Text 
is not to be underſtood totally to exclude 
. all Men from ſome Knowledg of the Fa- 
ther and the Son, until afterwards they- 


ſhould be revealed ; then it intends only 
LO 


a 
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to exclude them from ſome ſpecial and 
peculiar Knowledg which they have, 
and tin reference to their revealing of each 
other. 

The Father knoweth the Son, and the 
Son the Father, in a different manner 
from all Creatures, in that they know 
each other perfectly of their own Self- 
Knowledg : Yet the Words of Chriſt are 
not to be taken ſimply of that peculiar 
Knowledg, but with reference- to the 
Revelation which the Father makes of the 
Son, and Chriſt of the Father, as ap- 
pears In ver. 25. where Chriſt faith, Z 
thank_ thee, O Father, Lord of Heaven and 
Earth, becauſe thou haſt hid theſe things 
from the Wiſe and Prudent, and haft revealed 
them unto Babes. And now it follows that 
Chriſt tells us, No Man knoweth the Son 
[bat] the Father ; neither knoweth any Man 
the Father [ſave] the Son, and heto whom- 
ſoever the Son will reveal him : As if he had 
ſaid, No Man knoweth the Son, io as to re- 
veal him ſavingly [bur] the Father, nei- 
ther doth any Man (after the ſame manner) 
knaw the Father [ſave] the Son only. And 
this ſuits with the following Invitation for 
burthened Souls to come to Chriſt, as to 
ne that can reyeal and open the Father's 
| Hear t 
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Heart, wherein they may (through him ) 
have reſt for their weary Souls. ver. 28, 
&c. chap. 1. 18. ch. 6. 41. 

Fourthly Having opened the Text, 
and ſhewed that it mult not be poſitively 
underſtood, I ſhall now anſwer directly 
to what is objected concerning the Holy 
Spirit. And, 

Firſt, I ſhall note, that if Men who 


are named, (and only intended) are but 


in part excluded, then the Holy Ghoſt, 
who is not named (neither intended') 
cannot from theſe words be excluded 
from the knowledg of the Father and the 


Son. 
Secondly, We muſt not conceive that 


the Holy Spirit 1s excluded from the Fel- 


towſhip of this Knowledg which the Fa- 


ther and the Son have of each other, be- 


cauſe he is not mentioned ; for the Mini- 
ſtration of the Spirit was not yet- come. 
E ſaid before that here we are not. to un- 
derſtand*Knowledg ſimply, but with re- 
ference to Revelation ; and this was now 
miniſtred by the Father and the Son more 
ſecretly through the Spirit, but apparently 
(to aſſure his Diſciples, and' convince the 
Sons of Men that Jeſus was the Chriſt the 


Son. of God, that was ſent forth _ 
c 
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the Boſom of the Father, to declare his 
Will ) by ſuch ſenſible, viſible and exter- 
nal Teſtimonies, as would leave all Men 
without. excuſe : The Father bearing 
witneſs to the Son, twice by a Voice from - 
Heaven, and the Son by the mighty 
Works he wrought in the Father's Name, 
bore witneſs of him, and gave undeni- 
able proof of his ſpecial. Miſſion from 
God, and that he was the Meſliah that 
was to come. Fohr 1. 18. chap. 5. 17, 36, 
43. Chap. 14.10. 2 Pet. 1. 17, 18. Matth. 
3.17. And this was the very reaſon that 
ſo little mention was made of the Holy 
Ghoſt, the Myſtery of God being left 
more fully to be opened and revealed af- 


ter Chriſt's Aſcenſion, by that Divine 


Perſon, whoſe proper Work it was to 
confirm the Teſtimony of the Father and 
the Son, that went before. So that the 
Holy Ghoſt was not omitted by Chriſt, 


becaufe he was not in the Unity of thar 


Knowledg 3 but becauſe the time'for the 
great work of his miniſterial Revelation 
was not yet come. So that no Foundatt- 
on can be laid on this Scripture in oppo- 
ſition to the Deity of the Holy Ghoſt, 


'Obje- 
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Objeftion from 1 Cor, 2. 12. Now we 
have received not the Spirit of the World, bit 
the Spirit which 1s of God. The Spirit 
- which is of God is God's Effect, and de- 
-g upon him, and ſo is inferiour to 
im. a ; 
Anſwer, 1 Cor: 2, 10, 11, 12. But God 
hath revealed them to us by his Spirit — For 
what Man knoweth the things of a Man 
fave the Spirit of a Man which 1 in him ? 
Even. fo the things of God knoweth no Man, 
but the Spirit of God, Now we have recei- 
wed the Spirit which u of God, that we might 
know the things that are freely given to ua of 
God. 
Firſt, The Apoſtle uſeth this Compa- 


riſon not to demonſtrate the Being of ' 


God, but to ſhew that we cannot know 
the things of God till the Spirit of God 
reveals them to us. | 

Secondly, They cannot from thence 
conclude that the Spirit of. God is God's 
Effect, and ſo is inferiour to him, any 
more than that the Spirit of Man is alſo 
the Effect of Man, and fo inferiour to 
| Man: But if they will run the Compari- 
{on to demonſtrate the Being of God, we 
muſt then conclude, that as the Spirit or 
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' Soul of Man (being the moſt excellent 
| Part of his Nature ) is eſſential to his Be- 
Ing ; ſo by this Rule is the Spirit of God 
alſo, which proves his Delty. 


Objeftion from John 1. 32. And John 
bare Record, ſaying, 1 ſaw the Spirit de- 
| ſcending from Heaven like a Dove, and it 
| abode upon him. The Spirit is not God, 
becauſe. he changed place, and deſcended 
in a bodily Shape. 

Anſwer. Firſt, This Deſcenſion of the 
| Holy Ghoſt diſproveth not his Deity, 
| becauſe the like hath been ſaid of God, 
| In Ger. 11. 5. And the Lord came down to 
| fee the City aud the Tower. And in Gen. 18, 
| 21, 1 will go down now, and ſee whether they 


_— 
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" | have done altogether. according to the cry of it. 


And the Lord deſcended ' on Mount Sinal, 
Exod. 34. 5. 
Secondly, Although the moſt High 
God hath no ſhape, yet he appeared to 
Abraham in the Shape of a Man, repre- 
ſenting his Aſſumption of that Nature, 
Gen. 18, 2,22. chap. 19. 1. and therefore 
this Objetion againſt the Deity of the 
Holy Ghoſt is of no weight; and not 
only from the aforeſaid Example, but 


alſo becauſe we find, that when the Holy 
'Gholt 
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Ghoſt fell on the Diſciples, that there 


were cloven Tongues, which was an out- | 
ward and viſible ſign of the Gifts and O- | 
peration of the Holy Spirit, and did nel-_ 
ther betoken his corporal Subſtance, nor | 
was a deſcription of his Shape. In like | 


manner the Holy Spirit's deſcending in 
the bodily ſhape of a Dove, did neither 
betoken his corporal Subſtance nor 
change of place ; but like Noais Dove, 
Peace and Glad-tidings towards Men. 


For Peter in his firſt Epiſtle, chap. 3.20,21. | 
makes the Waters of Noah a Type of | 


Goſpel-Baptiſm ; and then, as after Noah's 
Ark did reſt upon dry Ground, a Dove 
was the miniſter of glad-tidings to him 


and all his Houſe : ſo God was pleaſed 1n | 
anſwer to that Type (and as was fitteſt | 


to repreſent the Innocency of Chriſt)after 
his Baptiſm and Salvation from the Wa- 
ter, to ſend the Holy Ghoſt to him 1n 
the ſame fhape : and afterwards to his 
Diſciples, to miniſter ſuch divine Power 
and Comfort as might ſtrengthen; com- 
fort, and incourage them to that work 
which God had , appointed for them :: ſo 
that there is not the leaſt reaſon from this 
Scripture to deny the Deity of the Holy 
Spirit. | 

: O bjeftion 
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* Objefion from Fohn 16. 13, Hombeit, 
when He the Spirit of Truth # come, he will 
guide you into all Truth : for he ſhall not 


ſpeak of himſelf; but whatſoever he ſhall 


hear, that ſhall he ſpeak,, and he will ſhew 


you things to come. Ver. 14. He ſhall glorify 


me, for he ſhall receive of mine, and ſhall 
ſhew it unto you. Ver.15. All things that the 
Father hath, are mine: therefore, ſaid 1, 
that he ſhall take of mine, and ſhall ſhew it 
w#nto you, The Holy Spirit is here ſaid 
not to fpeak of himſelf, but what he 
hears, which ſheweth that he receiveth_ 
thoſe things by Commiſſion from another, 
and therefore he is not God, for God can- 
not be ſaid to receive any thing from ano- 
ther which he had not before. 

Anſwer, Firſt, The'Holy- Spirit muſt be 
'two ways conſidered. - 

1. Eſſentially, as he is eſſentially God, 

2. Perſonally, as heis a Divine Perſon 
in the Godhead. 

Firſt, As he is eſſentially God, he can 
neither receive Commiſſion, or be under 
the direction of any other of what he 
ſhould either do or ſpeak. | 
 2dly. As heisa Divine Perſon or Sub- 
ſiſtent in the Godhead, and nr =" 
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from the Father and the Son, and hath 


his peculiar Office, he may be ſaid to re- | 


celve, to ſpeak, and be ſent by Comiſ- 
ſion from another ; he may be inferiour 
in Office (though not in Nature) to the 
other Divine Perſons. And hence it is, 
that ſotne times the Holy Ghoſt is ſaid to 
be ſent in another's Name, and given to 
us, Fohnz 14. 26. and at. other times it is 
ſpoken, as of his Power in himſelf to 
work according to his Will, Fohn 16. 7, 
8. 1 Cor. 12. 11. Now each of theſe are 
proper to the Holy Ghoſt, viz. to be 
' Elven, ſent,to receive, and ſpeak from a- 
nother., or to have Power in himſelf to 
work as he will. The firſt they reſpect 
his Office, according to his Perſonal Sub- 
ſiſtence by proceſſion from the Father 
and the Son, ( and not that he had not the 
Knowledg of thoſe things before ; ) and 
the other takes in the Divine Eſſence 
TOO- 
Secondly, It may be further ſaid, That 
the Diſciples of our Lord, had much 
darkneſs on them, and were ignorant of 
many things contained in the Holy Scrip- 
tures, till Chriſt did enlighten their Un- 
derſtandings z and therefore they might 


not have fully underſtood, and wy” 
| tn1s 
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this ſacred 'Iruth ; for we read of ſome 
which ſaid, We have met ſo much as 
heard whether there be any Holy Ghoſt, 
Luke 24. 45. As 1. 6. Afis. 19.2. This 
being premiſed, our Lord Jeſus might 
ſpeak this to aſſure them of the Holy 


Ghoſts infallible Conduct into all Truth, 


not only becauſe he is the Spirit of Truth 
himſelf, which cannot err ; but alſo be- 
cauſe he ſhould not ſpeak only as a ſingle 
voluntary Act of his own, but with the 
mutual concurrence of .the Father and 
the Son : So that whatſoever he ſhould 
hear actually*interceded for by Chriſt, 
and aſlented to by God the Father, which 
ſhould be needful for us to know, that the 
Holy Spirit ſhould ſhew unto us. So that 
this Scripture wherein the Holy Ghoſt is 
ſaid not to ſpeak of himſelf, but what he 
hears, &c. hath a peculiar relation unto 
his Miniſterial Office, which cannot be 
repugnant to his Divine Nature ; for one 
Perſon may be inferiour to another in Of- 
fice, and yet of the ſame Nature, as hath 
been ſaid. | 


Obje&ion from Kev. 1. 1, 13. ch. 2. 7. 
where it appears that the Spirit which 
the ſeven Churches of Afia, were re- 

quired 
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quired to hearken unto, was none other 


but the Angel that was ſent to Fohn, and 


did perſonate Jeſus Chriſt ; and therefore 
the Holy Spirit cannot be God equal with 
the Father. - 
Anſwer. T he Angel that perſonated Je- 
ſus Chriſt, the ſame bid the Apoſtle Fohr 
to write to the ſeven Churches of Aſia - 
But in all the Epiſtles, he did not ſpeak 
to him in his own Nameor firſt Perſon, 
nor dictate the Epiſtles as from himſelf, 
but from the Perſon of Jeſus Chriſt, ſay- 
ing unto Fohn, Write theſe things, ſaith 
he, (v:z, the Son of God) —the Firſt and 
the Laſt, which was Dead and is Alive, &c. 
So that when the Angel in the concluſive 
part of the Epiſtles ſaith to Fohn, He that 
bath an Ear, let him hear what the |" Spi- 
rit ] ſaith to the Churches ;, he ſpeaks not 
of, and from himſelf, but of Jeſus Chriſt 
who is that Spirit whom they are bid to 
hear. And this agrees with 2 Cor. 3. 17. 
The Lord is that Spirit ; and is farther con- 
firmed and laid as-a Foundation-Truth, 
in the Beginning of this Viſion, viz. that 
” what the Angel ſaid muſt be referred to 
the Almighty: Lord, ver. 8. 1 am Alpha 
and Omega, the Beginning and the Ending, 
faith the Lord, which is, and which was, 


and 
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and nhich-is to come, the Almighty. And 
therefore this Scripture is ſo tar from 


. proving this erronious opinion, touching 


the Holy Spit1t, that ic confirms his Det- 


'ty ; for 1f Jeſus Chriſt be of the Divine 


Eſſence, and the Holy Spirit .is ſaid to 
ſpeak or ſay when Chriſt ſaith, then it is 
evident that Chriſt ard the Spirit are Co- 
ellential. 


_ .CHAP-VL 
FWherein are anſweredthree Texts of Scripture, 
from mhich our Adverſaries urge, that the 
Father only is God, in oppoſition to the 
 Dottrine of the Holy Trinunity. 


Bjeftion from 1 Cor. 8. 6. But to ws 

Y there is but one God the Father, of 
whom are all things, and we in him + and one 
Lord Feſus Chriſt, by whom are all things, 
and we by him. Say they, It could no way 
come to paſs that Pau! being abour'to ex- 
plain who. that one God is, ſhould menti- 
on the Father only, --omitting the other 
Perſons, if that one God were not the 
Father only, but alſo the Son and Holy 


- Spirit, ſince thoſe: two Perſons, ons 
1k | l the 
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the Father, were as neceſlary -to-declare 
m_ that one God is, as the Father him- 
1elf, 9 

Anſwer. It might come to paſs, that 
Paul ſhould call God Father, omitting the 
Names of the other Divine Perſons, and 
yet not exclude them from the Unity of 


-the Godhead. 


Firſt ; He might call God Father, not 
ſimply reſpecting the Perſon of the Fa- 


ther. but indefinitely as he is Creator, viz. 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, in oppoſi- 


tion to falſe Gods, ver. 5, 6, For though 


* there be that are called Gods, whether in 


Heaven or in Earth ( as there be Gods many, 


. and Lords many: ) But to #4 there ts but one 


God the Father, of whom are all things — 


which is agreeable tg Mal. 2. 10. Have | 


we n0t all one Father ? Hath not one Ged cre- 


ated 14? | 


Secondly ; It doth not from. hence fol- 


low, that becauſe the Son and the Holy 
Spirit are here omitted, and the Father 
- only is called that one God'; that there- 
-fore the Father only is God : [becauſe that 
;ſuch omiſſion, - is no-dental nor excluſion. 
: Fax the Father being in the Unity of E1- 
"ſence with the other Divine Perſons; muſt 
-notbe ſimply conſidered, when he is cal- 


led 
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led by thoſe Names, as are common to all 
thrce Subiiſtencies and the Deity, neither 
muſt the Son nor the Holy Spirit, unleſs 
the matter treated of confine us to the 
Perſon, which in the Text 15 reconcileable 
to the Divine Eſſence 3* for all things are 
of God indefinitely, Father. Son and Ho- 
ly Ghoſt : and therefore the Father may 
be called that one Gcd eſſentially, com- 
prehending the other Divine Perſons. 

Thirdly; There is ſome reafon that 
may be given, wherefore the Fathcr is,cal- 
led God, and the Son and Holy Spirit are 
ſometimes omitted,and left to bgggncluded 
in that common Name.and that 1s becaufe 
of the preeminence that the Father hath 
among the Divine Perſons : For thonga 
in excellency of Nature, the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt are neither of them aboye 
each other, nor any one of theſe bleſſed 
Perſons before the other in Time. yet the 
Father hath a preeminence of Order and 
Sabſiſtence according to his manner of 
ſelf-ſubſiſting in the Divine Eſſence. For 
the Father is named firſt, and then the 
Son and the Holy Spirit, 1 Foh. 5.7. Mat. 


-28. 10. and that becauſe the Father is of 
| None, the Son 1s of the Father, and the 
Holy Ghoſt is of them both. And from - 


I 2 hence 


I ea 
mm———_— £ 
Wo. 
- nf : 


172 Objeftions that the Father © 


hence it is, that we worſhip the Father by 
the Son, and through the Spirit, Rom.1.8. 
Eph. 2.18, 21. Phil. 3, 3. So then ir is 
proper enough to call the Father that[ one 
. God] (ellentially conſidered, as he is in 
the Unity of Efſence with the other Divine 
Perſons) foraſmuch as he hath this pre- 
eminence of Order and Subſiſtence, and 
that the other two divine Subliſtences are 
of and in the Father. 

Secondly, they ſay, That if Chriſt and 
the Holy Spirit were God, tit were as ne- 
ceſſary to name theſe two Perſons as the 
Fathef\o declare who that one God is. 

To Ms 1 anſwer, That if theſe Words 
One God the Father, are perſonally to be 
canlidered of the Father, yet there was 
noneceſlity to mention the Son and the 
Holy Ghoſt : For I hinted before, that 


when the Father is called that Ore God,the | 


Son and the Holy Spirit muſt be included 
in that common Name, as being of and 
1n the Father, who 1s eſlcntially ſo called. 
*Now the Apoſtle having told us who that 
one God is, by naming that Perſon.,:which 
moſt properly and ſignificantly includes 
the reſt, it is ſufficient, ſeeing that his 
deſign was more to tell us in oppoſition to 
thoſe many falſe Gods, That to us there 

; "i 
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is bat one God, than to give a large De- 
ſcription of him. Sothen let the words 
One Ged the Father, be taken in either 
ſenſe as Creator, and ſo common to all 
three Subſiſtencies, in the Unity of the 
Godhead, or perſonally of the Father ;, 
yet they do n: ither exclude Jeſus Chriſt, 
nor the Holy Spiri: from the Godhead. 

Thirdly, {9me do further add, tnat 
Chriſt is manifeſtly diſtinguiſhed from 
that one God, and ſo is demonlirated not 
to be that one God. 

Anſwer. It was neceſſary that Chriſt 
ſhould be diſtinguiſhed from that one 
God the Father, by thoſe Words, Oze 
Lord Feſus Chriſt, to bztoken his Lord- 
ſhip by Donation, as he is Man or Media- 
tor, becauſe it is different to his ſupream 
and eſſential Lordſhip; and therefore 1c 
requires a different Name to exprels it 
by : But yet this doe3 not exclude him 
from the Unity of Ellence with the Fa- 
ther : But, as in ter. 5. It is ſaid, There 
were many Gods, and many Lords inferiour 
to thoſe Gods ;, So this 1s to ſhew, in oppo- 
ſition to them, that there 1s but one God 
to u; Chriſtians, and but one Lord and 
Mediator, viz. Jeſus Chriſt, that conſi- 
dered as Man was exalted to that Dig- 

33 nity, 
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þ nity, and. appointed by God to be our 
Lord. 


Objeftion from Eph. 4. 6. One God and 
Father of all, who is above all; leſt we 
ſhoul$wunderſtand the Trinity by the 
Name of that God who is called one ; 
two Perſons of the Trinity were already 
mentioned, and diſtinguiſhed from that 
one God. | 

Anſwer, There cannot more be proved 
from this Scripture, than what 1s granted, 
tO Wit, that the Father hath ſome Prehe- 
minence *(though not in Nature nor 
Time) to the Son and Holy Spirit. 

Firſt,* In that he hath his Subliſtence, 
neither by being generated, nor by Pro- 
ceilion, but is of himſelf a Divine Sub- 
liitent in the Divine Nature. 


Secondly, The Father may be ſaid to 


be above all, and have the Preheminence 
with reſpe& to the Work and Ofhice of 
the other Divine Perſons, in bringing of 
us to God the Father, as the ultimate Ob- 
zeCt of our Faith and Worſhip, but yet 
not ſo as to exclude the Son and Holy Spi- 
Tit : For though we through the help of 


the Holy Spirit and Interceſlion of Chriſt, . 


come to the Father who 15s above all their 
minilite- 
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miniſterial Offices, and through them in 
us all, viz. the Saints; yet the Father, 
Son, and Spirit, either or all: of them, 
ellentially. conſidered, may have equally” 
the ſame Worſhip and' Adoration given 
to them, but reſpeCting the different 
Share,. W.ork. and Office, belonging to 
our Salvation,. proper to each Divine Per- 
ſon, we ought in Divine Worſhip to 
make. dliterent Attributions accordingly: 
thereunto. 

Thirdly,. The Apoſtle*s Deſign was not 
to make. a: full Deſcription of 50d. unto 
ns,. but to:ſhew. the calling of the Church, 
that it was but'one: body in the Unity of 
one-Spiritz. in one Hope and Faith, -in one 
LEord, unto one God and Father, who 1s 
above all the miniſterial Offices- of Chriſt 
and the: Holy Spirit, who work from - 
him, and' through them he is in us all. 
And therefore it was needful-to. ufe thoſe 
different Titles, otherwiſe the Union of 
the-Church. in one Spirit, with one Lord 
the Mediator, and head in our Nature, 
and Order of Faith: and Worlhip, could 
not ſo diltin&tly be underſtood. 


: Objeltion from John 17. 3. And: this is 
Lift'cternal, that they might know thee the 
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only true God, and Feſus Chriſt whom thou 
baſt ſent. Since Chriſt {9 deſcribed the 
Father, as to call him the [only] true 
Ged, It is underſtood that only the Fa- 
ther of Chriſt is the moſt high God ; to 
exclude them from the true Godhead, 
who were then falſly eſteemed and wor- 
ſhipped for Gods: and not only them, 
but all cthers alſo beſides the Father, 
from the moſt high Godhead ; for the 
word . [ovly] excludeth all others from 
the Communion of the Predicate, viz. 
the [true Goa? beſides him, viz. the Fa- 
ther, to whom it.is applied, and conſe- 
quently Chriſt and the Holy Spirit : For 
if the, Gods of the Heathen are by thoſe 
words of Chriſt underſtood to be ex- 
cluded from the true Godhead, becauſe it 


who-are apparently different from the Fa- 
ther of Jeſus Chriſt, ſhogld be excluded 


the Argument which ſhould from theſe 

Words be drawn to exclude the Idols of 
. the Heathen from the true Godhead, 

would be invalid. 

Anſwer. 1/t. Chriſt ſo deſcribeth the 


them 


# 


is apparent, that they are different from - 
the Father ; then it is neceſſary that all 


from that true Godhead ; for otherwiſe: 


Father, as the only true God, to exclude 


= 
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them from the trns Godhead, who are 
falſly fo eſteemed and worſhipped for 
Gods, and that are not God by Nature : . 
Bur it 15 not to be underſtood as if the Per- 
ſor of the Father cnly were the true 
God ; for though they ſay that the Ad- 
jective [only] as often as1It 1s implied to 
exclude other Subjzcts from the Commyu- 
nion of the Predicate, belongs to the Sub- 
ject, not the Predicate, yet this mult be 
only granted where the Subject 1s not in 
the Unity of the ſme Eſſence with other 
Subjects, but here it 13; and thcrefore 
the word [orlyÞ*bclongs to the Predi- 
cate, not the Subject. Now then the. 
Queſtion will be, whether the word [_07- 
ly] is here fo uſ.d as to exclude others 
th2t are in the Unity of Eſſence with 
the Subject, from the Predicate or not. If 


| it had been faid, that. the Father only is 


the true God, it had excluded all others 
from the Unity of Eſſence with him, and 
conſequently Chriit and the Holy Spirit. 
But the words are, That they mizht know 
thee, the only true God: and thus the word 
[only] doth not exclude ſuch from the ' 


* Communion of the Predicate; wiz. the 


true God, that are in the Community of 


the Subject, viz. the Father, as Chrift 
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and the Holy Spirit are, but thoſe only - 


that are out of Community with him. 
So that they muſt firſt prove, that the Son 


and the Holy Spirit are not in the Unity | 


of Eſlence, coeſlential with the Father, be- 
fore this Argument can be of ule to them. 
2dly. I ſhall note wherefore Chriſt did 
allert his Father*s Deity more than - his 
own, and that was to inform us what was 
Life eternal. For as the Knowledg of 
the Father as true God, yea, as the only 
true God, 1s ellential» to Salvation : ſo 
alſo is the Knowledg of the Son of God, 
as Mediator in both Nagures: for to know 


and believe in the Son, as the only true 


God only, will not ſave us but we muſt 
know him alſo as he is in our Nature, in 
which he purchaſed eternal Life, Rom. 3. 
25. 1 John 4.3. Johns.53. 

Now ſeeing that it was neceſlary to 
aſſert the Father to be the only true God, 
and to mention the Son, that we ſhould 
know him as Mediator in- both Natures, 
as his Name Jeſus Chriſt ſutes unto, why 
then ſhould any imagine that this Text of 
Scripture oppoſes the Deity of Jeſus 
Chriſt ? . 


To what is before obje&ed concerning - 


the HolySpirit, I ſhall add what _— 
0 
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of our Adverſaries ſaith on this Text, 
viz,, That our Saviour Chriſt ſetting down 
thoſe Perſons, in the Knowledg of whom 
eternal Life conſiſteth, makes no mention 
of the Holy Spirit ; whereas if he were 
God, the Knowledg of him would be as 
neceſlary for. the. Attainment of eternal 
Life, as that of. the Father. 

To this I anſwer. 

Firſt, That here to omit the mention- 
ing of the Holy Spirit, does not deny. the 
Knowledg of him as God to be eſſential 
to Salvation. 

For, as was ſaid, to know. Jeſus Chriſt 
in both Natures, 1s efſential to Salyation : 
for we find that eternal Life is entailed.on 
the Son of God, John 3. 18. viz. his 
Perſon in our Nature, and not in this 
human Nature alone, (for that is but an 
Appendent to his Perſon) and then the 
Holy Ghoſt being only omitted by 

ame, he ninſt be included in the Know- 
ledg of the Father and the Son, as being 


the Spirit of the Father and the Son, and 


perſonally procceding from them both, 
and ſubſiſting coeſlentially in them : And 
therefore when the Father and the Son are 
mentioned, the Holy Spirit mult. be in- 
cluded. | 
Secondly, 


Secondly, All ſaving Knowledg or Re- 
velation bf - God, depends upon God 
himſelf,whoonly can ſo reveal himſelf un- 
to his Creatures, Matth. 11. 25, 27. 1 
thank thee, O: Father, becauſe thon haſt hid 
theſe things from the Wiſe and Prudent, anll 
haſt revealed them unto Babes, —- No Man 
' knoweth the Son but the Father, neither kaow- 
eth any Man the Father ſave the Son, and 
he jo whomſoever the Son will reveal him. 
And John 16. 15. All things that the Fa- 
ther hath are mine, therefore ſaid I, He 
(viz. the Spirit) ſhall take of mine, and 
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ſhall ſhew it unto you. And 1 Cor. 2. 10, 
11. But God hath revealed them to us by his 
Spirit. —— For what Man knoweth the things 
of a Man, ſave the Spirit of Man which is 
mn him, even fo the things of God knoweth no 
Man, but the Spirit of God. \ From which 
Scriptures we find that the Revelation of 
the Knowledg of God 1s appropriated to 
the Father, the Son, and the Holy Spi- 
rit, and that none | but] the Father 
[ſave] the Son, and [ but | the Holy Spi- 
rit can ſavingly reveal God, oreach other 
perſonally and eſſentially uato us. And 
as we cannot exclude our Knowledg of 
_ theFather, and the Son from the Revela- 
tion of the Spirit, though it 15 appropri- 
ated 
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only is God, anſwered. 15r 
ated to the Father and the Son by thoſe 
words [but the Father | and | ſave the Son | 
nor exclude our Knowledg of the Spirit 
from his ſelf Revelation to us, ſeeing all 
Revelation is by the Spiric ; then ſurely 
there is no reaſon to exclude our Know- 
ledg of the Holy Spirit, as eſſential to 
Salvation, and conſequently his Deity, 


thongh he is not named with the Father .. 


and the Son. Beſides, if this ſhould be 
allowed to diſprove the Deity of the Ho- 
ly Spirit, by the ſame Rule the Deity of 
the Father would be diſproved, when e- 


ternal Life is appropriated to the Know-. 


ledg of the Son only, which is more the 
current of the New Teſtament, 1 John 5. 
I1, 12,20. John 3. 36. And therefore as 
all ſaving-Revelation both of the Father 
and the Son, is by the Holy Spirit, who 
proceedeth from them, and is coellential 
with them both, and as we cannot- be i1g- 


| norant of him who is ſo neceſſarily 1n- 


cluded in our Knowledg of the other two 
Divine Perſons ; ſoit was not ſo necella- 
ry that he ſhould be named as it was for 
the Father and the Son, ſecing hes in- 
cluded witli: them, as the Revealer of 
them both, Fohn 16. 15. 1 Cor. 2. 
Io, 11, &c, So that from Fohn 17. 3. 

there 
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182 A General Anſwer 

there 1s no reaſon to-exclude either Jeſus 
- Chriſt or the Holy: Spirit from the Unity 
| of the Supream Godhead. 

TT here are other Objections urged a- 


. gainſt this Dogtrine,. by our Adverſaries, 


which may ſeem to be very plauſible to 
thoſe that have .not weighed them in the 
Ballance of the Sanctuary. Say they, how 
. can three be one, and one be three ?' This 
is ſo abſurd and contrary to their Reaſon, 


as if one ſhould ſay, that three Men are 


one Man, and one Man is three-: And-how 
can the: Son be begotten of. the Father, 
and —y Spirit proceed from both, 
and yet both. of them co-eſſential, and 
co-eternal. with the Father. . 
| To theſe and divers others of the like 
nature, I ſhall give a general Anſwer. 
May we. not ſay, that'theſe Men do 1a- 
vour of a Nicodemus Spirit; -and therefore 
the Words of Chriſt to him-may be allu- 
ded to them, John 3.'9, 10: Nicodenmus 
aid, how can'theſe things be ? Jeſus an- 
ſwered, If I have told you Earthly things. 
and ye believe not, how ſhall yo believe if / 
| rell you of Heavenly things ? For thoſe 
would: far more have exceeded: his carnal 
Reaſon. And if we:know not what is the 
way of the Spirit, nor how the Bones do 
grow 
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grow in the Womb of her that is with 
Child, - even ſo we know not the Works 
of God, who mak<eth all, Ecclef. 1.5. and 
if our Faith be limited ro carnal Reaſon, 
we cannot believe the Reſurrection of 
the Body ; and if the Works of God are 
too high for us, and his. Ways are paſt 
finding out, Rom. 11, 33. how much 
niore impoſlible is it for finite Creatures 
to conceive the perfect manner of. Exl- 


| ſence, and myſterious Subſiſtence of an 


infinite Being. We cannot by. ſearching 
find out God, nor the Almighty unto 
Perfection, Fob 11. 7. God hath been 
graciouſly pleaſed to make known himleif 
unto us in ſuch a manner as that we may 
rightly wosſhip him, and as-is ſufficient 
for our Support and Comfort in all our 
Afﬀictions here below, and perſeverance 
to Salvation: And there we muſt reſt ; 


for as for thoſe ſecret things which” be- 


"long to God, we are not capable*to 
comprehend them, Deut. 29. 29. And 
therefore we do imbrace this myſterious 
DoGrine, becauſe ir 1s revealed to us in 
the written Word of God: But they 
reject it as inconfiltent with natural Rea» 
ſon, forcing the Scriptures to comply with 
that, whereby they make it the Rule - 
| Falt 
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Faith rather than to admit of that as a 
Myſtery which God hath declared to be a 
Myſtery, 1 Tim. 3.1, 6. — Col. 2.2. 

Moreover, we cannot conceive, that 
it could conhiſt with the faithful diſ- 
charge of that great Truſt which God 
had committed to his own Son, and Chriſt 
to his Holy Apoſtles : If while they were 
aſlzrting ſo many things, that might give 
us to underſtand the ſupream Deity of 


the Son and Holy Spirit, that they did 


not intend nor. believe the ſame them- 
ſelves 3 nor can it” be imagined, that if 


they had taught the contrary Doctrine 


to the Deity of Chriſt and the Holy Spi- 


- rit, that they ſhould deliver it in ſuch 


words, as that the Common nſe and ſenſe 
of them ſhould oppoſe and deſtroy their 
true meaning intended by thoſe Words. 


But to conclude my Diſcourſe on this 


Subje&, four Things are neceſſary to be 
conſidered in order to a right Judgment 

in this point of Doctrine. , : 
Firſt, Confider how firm a Foundati- 
on this Doctrine hath in the Holy Scrip- 
tures, what Number of ſacred Texts 
there are, that plainly aſſert the Deity 
of feſus Chriſt and the Holy Spirit. 
| | 2dly, 
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Concluſion. 18s 
2dly, Conſider what monſterous work ] 
the Socinians make, to eſcape the force | 
of thoſe clear Scripture-Teſtimonies, that 
allert the Deity of Chriſt and the Holy 
Spitit 3 how abſurd they are in their Ex- F 
poſitions, and the violence they uſe to de- . 
fend their Hereſy, by wreſting, denying 
and abuling the Holy Scriptures, may ea- [2 
ſily be perceive; and what pains they F 
take to ſqueez out of ſome few Texts, | 
that which is not contained in them, and 
is repugnant to the current of ſacred | 
_ Scripture. 
3dly. Conſider how fairly thoſe very . 
Scriptures on which they build, are recon- 
ciled to this Doctrine of the Holy Trinu- 
nity, and how our Expoſitions of them 
are coherent with it, and in themſelves, 
as'is apparently manifeſt from what hath 
* been faid in anſwer to them. So that 
their Doctrine is inconfiſtent with the | 
Infallibility of the Word of God : for | 
while they are not able to reconcile ſo l 
great. numbers of ſacred Texts (that aſ@ | 
ſert the Deity of Chriſt and the Holy | 
Ghoſt ) to their Qpinion, they render it | 
exceeding ambiguous, and full of Diſ- | 
cords. And therefore there is a neceſſi- + || 
ty that we acknowledg the Holy Trinu- 
' nity, 
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186 Conclaſion. 
nity, otherwiſe in effeft we reject the | 
Scriptures, as inſufficient to guide us into 
Truth and Righteouſneſs ; and therefore 
ſeeing the Authority, and the ſweet Har- 
mony of the Holy Scriptures depends on 
the truth of this Doctrine, and that the 
contrary Opinion deſtroys both, and 
leaves us deftitute of a Rule of Faith and 
Obedience, it is the infliſpenſible Duty 
of every Chriſtian, to diſcard ſo great 
an Error, and to believe that there are 
three Divine Subſiſtencies in the Deity, 
and that theſe three, the Father, the Son, 
and the Holy Spirit, are but one God. 
To whom be Glory and Praiſe, now and 
for eyermore. Amer. 
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